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Appendix  E 
PUBLIC  COMMENTS 
Introduction 


This  appendix  is  divided  into  two  sections.  Section  E.l  reproduces  the  information 
provided  in  Chapter  6.0  of  the  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (FEIS)  to  allow  the 
commentors  to  see  the  overall  comment  response  process  in  one  volume.  Table  E-1,  in 
particular,  allows  an  individual  to  identify  the  number  assigned  to  his/her  original 
document  and  to  go  to  that  document  number  in  Section  E.1.4  to  read  the  response. 
Section  E.2  includes  all  documents  received  during  the  public  comment  period.  These 
documents  are  assigned  identification  numbers  in  the  order  they  were  received  and  are 
presented  four  sheets  to  a  page.  A  total  of  124  documents  were  received  during  or 
immediately  after  the  comment  period.  These  are  assigned  sequential  numbers  1  through 
124.  In  addition,  all  public  hearing  transcripts,  as  recorded  by  the  court  reporters,  are 
presented  at  the  end  of  Section  E.2  as  document  numbers  125  through  130.  One  comment 
letter  from  the  U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior  was  received  too  late  for  incorporation 
at  the  appropriate  location.  This  has  been  assigned  document  number  131.  All  of  these 
131  documents  represent  the  complete  record  of  public  and  agency  comments  received 
on  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (DEIS)  for  the  Small  Intercontinental 
Ballistic  Missile  (ICBM)  program  at  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base  (AFB),  Montana. 

E.l  Public  Comments 

The  Council  on  Environmental  Quality  (CEQ)  regulations  require  that  "after  preparing  a 
draft  environmental  Impact  statement  and  before  preparing  a  final  environmental  impact 
statement  the  agency  shall: 

•  Obtain  the  comments  of  any  federal  agency  which  has  jurisdiction  by  law  or 
special  expertise  with  respect  to  any  environmental  impact  involved  or  which 
is  authorized  to  develop  and  enforce  environmental  standards. 

•  Request  the  comments  of: 

-  Appropriate  State  and  local  agencies  which  are  authorized  to  develop  and 
enforce  environmental  standards; 

-  Indian  tribes,  when  the  effects  may  be  on  a  reservation;  and 

-  Any  agency  which  has  requested  that  it  receive  statements  on  actions  of 
the  kind  proposed. 

•  Request  comments  from  the  applicant,  if  any. 

•  Request  comments  from  the  public,  affirmatively  soliciting  comments  from 

those  persons  or  organizations  who  may  be  interested  or  affected." 

The  regulations  further  require  that  "an  agency  preparing  a  final  environmental  impact 
statement  shall  assess  and  consider  comments  both  individually  and  collectively,  and 
shall  respond  to  those  comments  in  the  final  document." 

In  compliance  with  these  regulations,  the  Air  Force  released  the  DEIS  for  the  Small 
ICBM  program  for  a  58-day  public  review  and  comment  period  on  June  25,  1987.  Copies 
of  the  document  were  sent  to  agencies,  organizations,  and  individuals  as  required  and  as 
documented  in  FEIS  Chapter  9.0,  List  of  Recipients  and  were  made  available  to  the 
public  on  request. 

This  appendix  contains  an  overview  of  the  public  comment  management  process,  a  listing 
of  all  respondents,  and  a  catalog  of  all  comments  received  on  the  DEIS  and  the  responses 
to  those  comments. 
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E.1.1 


Public  Review  of  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 


The  public  review  and  comment  period  for  the  DEIS  began  June  25,  1987  with  publication 
of  the  Notice  of  Availability  in  the  Federal  Register,  and  ended  on  August  21,  1987. 
During  this  period,  public  comments  on  the  DEIS  were  solicited.  Written  comments  were 
submitted  to  the  Air  Force  Regional  Civil  Engineer,  Ballistic  Missile  Support  Office  at 
Norton  AFB,  California.  Verbal  and  written  comments  were  received  at  six  public 
hearings  held  in  the  study  area  between  July  20  and  July  25,  1987.  As  set  forth  in  the 
CEQ  regulations,  these  hearings  were  held  at  least  ir»  days  following  availability  of  the 
DEIS.  The  hearings  were  held  in  the  cities  of  Lewistown,  Harlowton,  Great  Falls, 
Conrad,  Augusta,  and  Helena,  Montana. 

E.1.2  Receipt  of  Comments 

During  the  public  review  and  comment  period,  public  comments  on  the  DEIS  were 
received  from  federal,  state,  and  local  agencies;  private  organizations;  and  individual 
citizens.  The  comments  included  memoranda,  letters,  and  written  statements  submitted 
at  the  public  hearings.  Each  of  these  are  referred  to  as  documents  and  all  were  given  the 
same  consideration  in  the  review  and  analysis  process. 

E.1.3  Review  and  Response  to  Comments 

Table  E-1  contains  a  listing  of  all  respondents  who  submitted  comments  during  the  public 
review  and  comment  period.  It  identifies  the  author’s  affiliation,  name,  title,  and  city. 
Respondents  are  grouped  by  type  of  affiliation:  federal,  state,  and  local  agencies; 
private  organizations,  and  individual  citizens.  This  table  also  identifies  the  document 
number  assigned  to  each  respondent.  All  documents  and  the  comments  within  them  are 
presented  sequentially  from  1  through  124  plus  document  131  in  Section  E.2.  An 
individual  looking  for  a  response  to  his/her  comment  can  look  at  Table  E-1,  identify 
his/her  name.  Identify  the  document  number  assigned  to  him/her,  and  go  to  the  document 
number  in  Section  E.1.4  to  read  the  comment  and  response.  Table  E-2  lists  public  hear¬ 
ing  attendees  who  submitted  comment  sheets  for  each  of  the  public  hearings.  The  names 
are  listed  in  alphabetical  order  within  each  hearing  location  with  their  cities  of  residence 
in  parenthesis. 

For  all  documents  received  during  the  public  review  and  comment  period,  394  comments 
were  identified.  Table  E-3  provides  a  summary  of  the  number  of  documents  and 
comments  by  type  of  affiliation.  Table  E-4  categorizes  the  comments  by  issue 
categories.  Ninety  comments,  mainly  from  private  organizations  and  individuals 
participating  in  the  public  hearings,  relate  to  Ai^*  Force  policy.  Many  questioned  the 
need  for  the  system  or  its  deployment  in  Montana.  Among  the  resource  categories,  the 
largest  number  of  comments  related  to  socioeconomics  (issue  categories  3  through  7 
elicited  90  comments).  Biological  resources  and  transportation  elicited  34  and  22 
comments,  respectively,  followed  by  utilities  (20  comments)  and  water  resources  (18 
comments).  Other  resources  received  less  than  15  comments  each.  All  of  these  com¬ 
ments  are  listed  in  Section  E.1.4  along  with  the  responses  to  individual  comments.  Some 
comments  have  been  responded  to  in  detail  in  this  section;  others  make  reference  to 
responses  made  for  similar  comments  by  other  respondents;  and  still  others  have  been 
responded  to  in  the  main  body  of  the  FEIS  text.  To  facilitate  the  process  of  finding  these 
responses,  FEIS  section  numbers  are  provided. 

In  some  cases,  respondents  have  been  referred  to  the  Environmental  Planning  Technical 
Reports  (EPTRs).  These  are  background  studies  which,  in  the  interest  of  brevity  and 
readability  of  the  document,  provide  detail  not  provided  in  the  FEIS.  Limited  copies  of 
these  reports  will  be  distributed  to  the  State  of  Montana  Office  of  the  Governor  and 
public  libraries  within  the  study  area. 
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Table  E-1 


List  of  Resp  <idents 


Serial  Document 

Number  i«.espondents  Number 


Federal  Agencies 

1.  U.S.  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  5 

2.  U.S.  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (Sandra  E.  Sacher)  95 

3.  U.S.  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (Wayne  Zinne)  106 

4.  U.S.  Bureau  of  Reclamation  123 

5.  U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior  131 

6.  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency  99 

7.  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  107 

State  Agencies 

1.  Montana  State  Board  of  Health  46 

2.  Office  of  the  Governor  (Governor  Ted  Schwinden)  98 

3.  Office  of  the  Governor  (Ralph  Driear,  Administrative  Assistant)  101 

4.  Office  of  the  Lieutenant  Governor  1 

Local  Agencies 

1.  City  of  Great  Falls  70 

2.  City  of  Lewistown  109 

3.  Fergus  County  Disaster  and  Emergency  Services  44 

4.  Great  Falls  City-County  Planning  Board  111 

5.  Lewistown  City-County  Planning  Office  45 

Private  Organizations 

1.  American  Association  of  Retired  Persons  (Lloyd  M.  Erickson)  29 

2.  Birdtail  Ranch  (Doug  and  Nancy  Dear)  87 

3.  Casino  Creek  Concrete  (Marvin  Mathison)  41 

4.  Chester  United  Methodist  Church  (Margaret  Novak)  58 

5.  Concerned  Citizens'  Coalition  (Marie  Schreiber)  8 

6.  Concerned  Citizens'  Coalition  (Wilbur  L.  Johnson)  36 

7.  Conrad  Ambulance  EMS  (Paul  P.  Rathsack)  61 

8.  Farming  Corporation  (Arnold  Lindberg)  63 

9.  Great  Falls  Ad  Federation  (Jay  Egan)  32 

10.  Great  Falls  Area  Chamber  of  Commerce  (Mike  Labriola)  30 

11.  Great  Falls  Clinic  (Gordon  K.  Phillips)  89 

12.  Institute  for  Peace  and  International  Security  (Paul  F.  Walker)  105 

13.  Kaufmans  (Ira  M.  Kaufman,  Jr.)  6 

14.  Kelleher  Law  Office  (Robert  C.  Kelleher,  Sr.)  91 

15.  Konitz  Contracting,  Inc.  (Tom  Konitz)  49 

16.  Konitz  Contracting,  Inc.  (Bob  Killham)  50 

17.  Last  Chance  Peacemakers  Coalition  (Rick  Duncan)  114 

18.  Logging  Creek  Ranch  Company  (David  Doran)  35 

19.  Donald  R.  Marble  Attorney  at  Law  (Donald  R.  Marble)  100 
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Serial  Document 

Number  Respondents  Number 


Private  Organizations 

20.  Marra,  Wenz,  Johnson  &  Hopkins,  P.C.  (Warren  Wenz)  94 

21.  Montana  Catholic  Conference  (A.M.  Moylan)  72 

22.  Montana  Chamber  of  Commerce  (Forrest  H.  Boles)  90 

23.  Montana  Power  Company  (D.M.  Sprague)  121 

24.  Moore  Public  Schools  (Richard  Hughes)  2 

25.  Physicians  for  Social  Responsibility  (Belle  C.  Richards)  68 

26.  Physicians  for  Social  Responsibility  (Belle  C.  Richards)  108 

27.  Physicians  for  Social  Responsibility  (Catherine  E.  Wilkerson)  113 

28.  Professional  Systems,  Inc.  (Mark  L.  Macek)  21 

29.  Sisters  of  Charity  of  Providence  of  Montana  (Kathryn  Rutan)  3 

30.  Sun  Valley  Sun  (Charles  D.  Klein)  55 

31.  Waddell  and  Reed  (Richard  Moffitt)  17 

Individual  Citizens 

1.  Archie  C.  Bishop  (Conrad)  115 

2.  Ruth  Bishop  (Conrad)  116 

3.  Michael  Black  (Billings)  40 

4.  Bill  Bourret  (Great  Falls)  19 

5.  B.J.  Bowlen  (Great  Falls)  120 

6.  Alan  J.  Brown  (Great  Falls)  14 

7.  Gerd  J.  Gallant  (Harlowton)  51 

8.  Carol  I.  Collins  (Great  Falls)  104 

9.  Harry  Cosgriffe  (Two  Dot)  54 

10.  Jerry  N.  Costeu  (Great  Falls)  23 

11.  Deb  Corcoran  (Great  Falls)  124 

12.  M.  Eileen  Croghau  (Great  Falls)  4 

13.  Robert  J.  Dahle  (Great  Falls)  25 

14.  Sue  Dickenson  (Great  Falls)  12 

15.  Kent  Dodge  (East  Helena)  69 

16.  Rebecca  Dodge  (East  Helena)  73 

17.  Rosanne  Donahoe  (Helena)  92 

18.  Jim  Eagen  (Great  Falls)  13 

19.  Opal  Fladstol  (Conrad)  60 

20.  J.  Michael  Fleming  (Belt)  110 

21.  Dorothy  Floerchinger  (Conrad)  62 

22.  Gretchen  Grayum  (Montana)  112 

23.  Bill  Hallinan  (Helena)  103 

24.  Mary  B.  Hamilton  (Helmsville)  67 

25.  Charles  M.  Heber  (Great  Falls)  102 

26.  Bette  J.  Hiner-Inseth  (Helena)  85 

27.  Victoria  M.  Homer  (Helena)  117 

28.  Zarina  Jackson  (Great  Falls)  7 

29.  Richard  A.  Johnsten  (Great  Falls)  26 

30.  Robert  F.  Jorgensen,  Jr.  (Great  Falls)  22 

31.  Ruby  J.  Kammerer  (Helena)  83 

32.  Ed  Keil  (Conrad)  64 
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Serial 

Number 

Re.^^ndents 

Document 

Number 

Individual  Citizens 

33. 

Bob  Kelleher  (Billings) 

42 

34. 

Ed  Kendley  (Palson) 

118 

35. 

Jack  Kendley  (Helena) 

97 

36. 

Ken  Knudson  (Great  Falls) 

11 

37. 

Duane  Kolman  (Harlowton) 

53 

38. 

Phyllis  J.  Lake  (Great  Falls) 

10 

39. 

Marilynn  Laughery  (Lewistown) 

43 

Teresa  Lawson  (Great  Falls) 

18 

41. 

Patricia  M.  Lindsey  (Helena) 

88 

John  E.  Lubinus  (Lewistown) 

48 

43. 

Marilyn  Maddox  (Helena) 

84 

44. 

Beverly  Magley  (Helena) 

82 

45. 

Stephen  Maly  (Helena) 

76 

46. 

Morris  0.  Mancoronal,  Jr.  (Conrad) 

56 

47. 

Don  Marble  (Chester) 

65 

48. 

Dave  McLaughlin  (Helena) 

93 

49. 

Lois  K.  McMeekin  (Helena) 

81 

Kay  and  Bernadette  Miller  (East  Helena) 

38 

51. 

Frank  B.  Morrison,  Sr.  (Helena) 

77 

52. 

Melisa  J.  Myers  (Helena) 

96 

53. 

Stewart  Nash  (Lewistown) 

39 

54. 

Buck  O'Brien  (Conrad) 

57 

55. 

Stephen  O'Brien  (Helena) 

52 

56. 

Jerry  O'Connell  (Great  Falls) 

20 

57. 

Ray  Ozman  (Great  Falls) 

28 

58. 

Ray  Ozman  (Great  Falls) 

79 

59. 

Robert  Parker  (Ulm) 

86 

Bill  Rockwell  (Great  Falls) 

31 

61. 

Jim  Senkler  (Helena) 

75 

62. 

Joan  Sieffert  (Helena) 

71 

63. 

Howard  Snyder  (Great  Falls) 

16 

64. 

Louise  Snyder  (Great  Falls) 

15 

65. 

Marcia  Staigmiller  (Great  Fails) 

9 

66. 

Alice  Stanley  (Helena) 

78 

67. 

D.A.  Sternberg  (Helena) 

122 

68. 

Norman  E.  Stordahl  (Conrad) 

66 

69. 

Milo  Stubbs  (Great  Falls) 

33 

Diana  S.  Talcott  (Great  Falls) 

37 

71. 

Irene  Terwolbeck  (Gaplin) 

119 

72. 

T.H.  Thomas  (Great  Falls) 

27 

73. 

Ken  Vander  Ven  (Lewistown) 

47 

74. 

Janice  S.  Van  Riper  (Helena) 

74 

75. 

Shirley  C.  Walker  (Great  Falls) 

24 

76. 

Carla  M.  Williams  (East  Helena) 

80 

77. 

Zane  Zell  (Shelby) 

59 

78. 

Kenneth  A.  Ziegler  (Great  Falls) 

34 
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Public  Hearing  Attendees 


Lewistown,  Montana 


Jim  Barngrover  (Grass  Range) 
Thomas  Bersuch  (Lewistown) 

Michael  Black  (Billings) 

Ken  Byerly  (Lewistown) 

Liz  Ching  (Billings) 

Tom  Elliott  (Grass  Range) 

Jim  Gamble  (Lewistown) 

Scott  Haight  (Lewistown) 

Milo  Halvorson  (Lewistown) 

Anton  Hastad  (Halstad) 

Mark  Hedgpeth  (Grand  Range) 
Charley  &  Sally  Karinen  (Lewistown) 
Robert  Kelleher  (Billings) 

Bob  Killham  (Lewistown) 

Thomas  L.  Killham  (Lewistown) 

Tom  Konitz  (Lewistown) 

Kraig  &  Recie  Kruger  (Grass  Range) 
Don  La  Fountain  (Lewistown) 


Marilyn  Laughery  (Lewistown) 

Gulda  H-  Leininger  (Lewistown) 

Thomas  E.  Longshore  (Lewistown) 

John  E.  Lubinus  (Lewistown) 

Bruce  Marsden  (Lewistown) 

Marvin  L.  Malhison  (Lewistown) 

James  &  Becky  Mitchell  (Lewistown) 
Stewart  Nash  (Lewistown) 

Alta  Mae  Pallett  (Lewistown) 

Jeff  Shelden  (Lewistown) 

David  Shipman  (Lewistown) 

Robert  T.  and  Alice  Smith  (Forest  Grove) 
Joan  Thomas  (Lewistown) 

Judy  Tureck  (Coffee  Creek) 

Ken  Vander  Ven  (Lewistown) 

Elly  Walkowiak  (Lewistown) 

Joe  Zahler  (Lewistown) 


Gerd  J.  Gallant  (Harlowton) 
David  Carlson  (Harlowton) 
Harry  Cosgriffe  (Two  Dot) 
Barney  Grindvoll  (Harlowton) 
Bill  Jones  (Harlowton) 

Bob  Jones  (Harlowton) 


Harlowton,  Montana 

Duane  Kolman  (Harlowton) 
Marilyn  Krause  (Harlowton) 
Arville  J.  Lammers  (Shawmut) 
Dan  Mainwaring  (Harlowton) 
Frank  Michaels  (Harlowton) 
Stephen  O'Brien  (Helena) 


Great 


Bill  Bourret  (Great  Falls) 

Alan  Brown  (Great  Falls) 

George  L.  Campanella  (Great  Falls) 
Scott  and  Jean  Carlson  (Great  Falls) 
Nicholas  E.  Cetto  (Great  Falls) 

Carol  Collins  (Great  Falls) 

Dan  Connors  (Great  Falls) 

Jerry  N.  Costeu  (Great  Falls) 

Bob  Crotty  (Great  Falls) 

Will  Crough  (Great  Falls) 

Robert  J.  Dahle  (Great  Falls) 

Bruce  Norman  Day  (Great  Falls) 

Sue  Dickenson  (Great  Falls) 

Art  Dickhoff  (Great  Falls) 

A1  Donohue  (Great  Falls) 

David  Doran  (Great  Falls) 


Montana 


Jim  Eagen  (Great  Falls) 

Jay  Egan  (Great  Falls) 

Joel  G.  Ericksen  (Great  Falls) 

Kerry  E.  Gray  (Great  Falls) 

Charles  Heber  (Great  Falls) 

Becky  Heimgartner  (Great  Falls) 
Wayne  M.  Hirsch  (Great  Falls) 

Jack  Holland  (Great  Falls) 

Guy  Huestis  (Great  Falls) 

Jim  St  Lucretia  Humphrey,  Jr. 

(Great  Falls) 

Zarina  Jackson  (Great  Falls) 

Ray  Jergeson  (Great  Falls) 

Wilbur  L.  Johnson  (Great  Falls) 
Richard  A.  Johnsten  (Great  Falls) 
Robert  F.  Jorgensen,  Jr.  (Great  Falls) 


Falls, 
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Great  Falls,  Montana  (Cont'd.) 


Ira  M.  Kaufman,  Jr.  (Great  Falls) 
Ken  Knudson  (Great  Falls) 

Mike  Labriola  (Great  Falls) 
Phyllis  J.  Lake  (Great  Falls) 

John  R.  Lawson  (Great  Falls) 
Teresa  Lawson  (Great  Falls) 

Mark  L.  Macek  (Great  Falls) 
Sheila  Maybanks  (Great  Falls) 
Harold  McLaughlin  (Great  Falls) 
Richard  Moffitt  (Great  Falls) 
Jack  K.  Moore  (Great  Falls) 

Jerry  O'Connell  (Great  Falls) 
Rowan  Ogden  (Cascade) 

Ray  Ozmon  (Great  Falls) 

Robert  Parker  (Ulm) 

John  Polotto  (Great  Falls) 
Heather  Porter  (Great  Falls) 

Bill  Rockwell  (Great  Falls) 

Tim  Ryan  (Great  Falls) 

Marie  Schreiber  (Great  Falls) 


Lenore  M.  Searles  (Great  Falls) 

Bob  Sletten  (Great  Falls) 

Howard  &  Louise  Snyder  (Great  Falls) 
Donald  L.  South  (Great  Falls) 

Marcia  Staigmiller  (Great  Falls) 
Thomas  G.  Steinbrenner  (Great  Falls) 
John  T.  Stevens  (Great  Falls) 

Barbara  Stordahl  (Great  Falls) 

Milo  Stubbs  (Great  Falls) 

Diana  S.  Talcott  (Great  Falls) 

T.H.  Thomas  (Great  Falls) 

Bill  Thornby  (Great  Falls) 

Mitch  Tropila  (Great  Falls) 

James  R.  Tucker  (Great  Falls) 

Shirley  C.  Walker  (Great  Falls) 

Warren  Wenz  (Great  Falls) 

Gordon  Whirry  (Great  Falls) 

William  <5c  Catherine  Wilkerson  (Butte) 
Rob  R.  Wilson  (Great  Falls) 

Kenneth  A.  Ziegler  (Great  Falls) 


Conrad,  Montana 


Archie  &  Ruth  Bishop  (Conrad) 
Larry  S.  Brownell  (Conrad) 

Darryl  Burditt  (Conrad) 

Ronald  W.  Denzer  (Conrad) 

Dennis  M.  Fladstol  (Conrad) 

Opal  Fladstol  (Conrad) 

Dorothy  Floerchinger  (Conrad) 
Gene  and  Lois  Habets  (Conrad) 

Ed  Keil  (Conrad) 

Edward  J.  Larson  (Ledger) 

Arnold  Lindberg  (Conrad) 

LeAnn  Lusty  (Conrad) 

Morris  O.  Mancoronal,  Jr.  (Conrad) 
Don  Marble  (Chester) 

Marjorie  Matheson  (Ledger) 

Donald  McClain  (Conrad) 


Ruth  Nickol  (Conrad) 
Margaret  Novak  (Chester) 
Mauri  Novak  (Chester) 

Buck  O'Brien  (Conrad) 

David  Oien  (Conrad) 

Lester  Peters  (Conrad) 

Paul  P.  Rathsack  (Conrad) 
Marie  K.  Ries  (Conrad) 
Norman  E.  Stordahl  (Conrad) 
Helen  Trebesch  (Conrad) 

B.J.  Tweet  (Conrad) 

Vernon  Venetz  (Conrad) 
Dennis  Williams  (Conrad) 
James  Yeager  (Conrad) 

Zane  Zell  (Shelby) 


Augusta,  Montana 


Lloyd  J.  Allen  (Augusta) 

Richard  Artz  (Augusta) 

Lisa  Bay  (Helena) 

Mike  Bay  (Wolf  Creek) 

James  H.  Boadle  (Augusta) 
Betty  B.  Chamberlain  (Augusta) 
John  Cobb  (Augusta) 


Gordon  Dellwo  (Augusta) 

Grace  Doughty  (Augusta) 

Feona  Geise  (Augusta) 

Sarah  Hawk-Cobb  (Augusta) 
Clayton  R.  Hitchcock  (Augusta) 
Charles  D.  Klein  (Augusta) 

Dave  Knight  (Augusta) 
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Augusta,  Montana  (Cont'd.) 

Tom  Larson  (Augusta)  Tim  Troy  (Augusta) 

Rick  Ripley  (Augusta)  Bonita  L.  White  (Augusta) 

Renita  Thomas  (Augusta) 


Helena,  Montana 


Phil  Brooks  (Helena) 

Kent  &  Rebecca  Dodge  (E.  Helena) 
Rick  Duncan  (Helena) 

Robert  J.  Filipovich  (Anaconda) 
Kathleen  Guehlstorff  (Helena) 

Bill  Hallinan  (Helena) 

Mary  B.  Hamilton  (Helmville) 

Linda  Hays  (Helena) 

Kathy  Helland  (Helena) 

Kelly  Hencz  (Helena) 

Victoria  M.  Homer  (Helena) 

Ed  &  Ruby  Kam  merer  (Helena) 
Jack  Kendley  (Helena) 

Chester  Kinsey  (Helena) 

Frank  Kromkowski  (Helena) 

Dave  Lovely  (Helena) 


Marilyn  &  Tom  Maddox  (Helena) 
Beverly  Magley  (Helena) 

Stephen  Maly  (Helena) 

Joanne  Maynard  (Helena) 

Lois  K.  McMeekin  (Helena) 
Frank  Morrison  (Helena) 

A.M.  Moylan  (Helena) 

Melisa  J.  Myers  (Helena) 

Belle  C.  Richards  (Helena) 

Jim  Senkler  (Helena) 

Joan  Sieffert  (Helena) 

Alice  Stanley  (Helena) 

D.A.  Sternberg  (Helena) 

David  Treadway  (E.  Helena) 
Janice  S.  Van  Riper  (Helena) 
Carla  M.  Williams  (E.  Helena) 
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Table  E-3 


Documents  and  Comments  by  Type  of  Affiliation 


Affiliation 

Number  of  Documents 

Number  of  Comments 

Federal  Agency 

6 

67 

State  Agency 

4 

115 

Local  Agency 

5 

7 

Private  Organization 

31 

65 

Individual  Citizen 

78 

140 

TOTAL: 

124 

394 

Table  E-4 

Number  of  Comments  by  Issue  Categories  and  Type  of  Affiliation 

Issue  Category 

Federal 

Agency 

State 

Agency 

Local 

Agency 

Private 

Agency 

Individual 

Citizen 

Total 

1.  Air  Force  Policy 

2 

18 

70 

90 

2.  System  Requirements 

2 

1 

1 

7 

3 

14 

3.  Employment 

- 

34 

- 

4 

9 

47 

4.  Housing 

- 

1 

- 

3 

3 

7 

5.  Education 

- 

- 

- 

- 

6 

6 

6.  Public  Services 

- 

20 

2 

1 

1 

24 

7.  Public  Finance 

- 

4 

- 

- 

2 

6 

8.  Utilities 

6 

8 

1 

4 

1 

20 

9.  Transportation 

7 

2 

3 

2 

8 

22 

10.  Land  Use 

- 

4 

- 

- 

1 

5 

11.  Recreation  (including 

- 

9 

- 

- 

5 

14 

Tourism) 

12.  Visual  Resources 

. 

1 

1 

2 

13.  Cultural  Resources 

1 

8 

- 

- 

- 

9 

14.  Biological  Resources 

13 

12 

- 

6 

3 

34 

15.  Air  Quality 

9 

- 

- 

- 

1 

10 

16.  Noise 

3 

- 

- 

1 

1 

5 

17.  Water  Resources 

14 

3 

- 

- 

1 

18 

18.  Geology  and  Soils 

9 

1 

- 

- 

1 

11 

19.  Safety 

- 

1 

- 

7 

4 

12 

20.  Other  Comments 

_3 

4 

— 

12 

19 

38 

TOTAL: 

67 

115 

7 

65 

140 

394 
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Comments  and  Responses 


Doc  Comment 
Number  Number 


1 


2 


3 


4 


5 


5 


6 


7 


1  COMMENT:  DEIS  received  by  Montana  Clearinghouse.  DEIS  to  be 
listed  in  the  next  Intergovernmental  Review  Bulletin  issued  by  the 
Clearinghouse.  Comments  will  be  directed  to  AFRCE-BMS. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  the  deployment  and  operation  of 
the  Small  ICBM  in  central  Montana  for  reasons  of  possible  economic 
boost  to  Montana  and  logical  succession  of  the  ongoing  missile  upgrade 
process 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  the  installation  of  the  Small 
ICBM  and  other  weapon  systems  in  eastern  Montana  for  reasons  of 
arms  race  escalation,  cost  of  military  buildup,  increased  cost  to 
taxpayers,  and  deterrent  to  rebuilding  Montana's  agricultural  base  and 
new  industries. 

RESPONSE:  The  Small  ICBM  is  a  program  directed  by  the  President 
and  the  Congress.  They  determine  the  relative  priority  of  defense 
versus  other  actions. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  the  Small  ICBM  system  in 
Montana  for  reasons  of  disagreement  with  national  defense  policy  and 
depending  on  a  "war  machine"  for  economic  security. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

1  COMMENT:  Concerned  about  relationship  of  predictive  model  to 
compliance  with  National  Historic  Preservation  Act  and  to  the 
identification  of  Native  American  sites.  Feels  need  for  cultural 
resources  surveys. 

RESPONSE:  The  Advisory  Council  on  Historic  Preservation  has 

identified  predictive  modeling  as  an  acceptable  part  of  the  compliance 
process,  especially  when  large  planning  areas  are  involved.  The  model 
is  not  intended  to  relate  directly  to  Native  American  resources;  they 
were  identified  from  existing  records  and  consultation  with  Native 
Americans.  Cultural  resources  surveys  have  been  conducted  in 
consultation  with  the  State  Historic  Preservation  Office. 

2  COMMENT:  The  LOI  definition  for  a  low  and  moderate  impact  on 
aggregate  resources  contains  potentially  contradictory  sentences 
regarding  the  adequacy  of  existing  aggregate  resources. 

RESPONSE:  The  LOI  definitions  for  aggregate  resources  have  been 
altered  to  clarify  their  meaning  and  are  presented  in  FEIS 
Section  4.10.1.3. 

1  COMMENT:  Statement  in  support  of  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM  in 
Montana  because  the  construction  and  operations  phases  will  bolster  a 
terribly  weak  economic  area  and  also  bring  in  more  tourists. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  The  Air  Force  should  have  allowed  more  than  20  days  for 
review  prior  to  public  hearings. 


E-10 


7 


7 


7 
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RESPONSE:  The  Council  on  Environmental  Quality  regulations,  which 
implement  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act,  require  the 
hearings  to  be  held  at  least  15  days  following  availability  of  the  DEIS. 
The  Air  Force  held  the  hearings  24  days  after  the  release  of  the 
DEIS.  Further,  the  Air  Force  has  allowed  58  days  for  public 
comment.  It  was  made  clear  during  the  hearings  that  written  public 
comments  could  be  submitted  to  the  Air  Force  through 
21  August  1987. 

2  COMMENT:  Small  ICBM  is  illegal  because  it  violates  SALT  I  and 
SALT  II  treaties,  which  undermines  and  goes  against  our  history  of 
arms  control. 

RESPONSE:  The  President  and  the  Congress  directed  the  program  and 
can  decide  on  any  future  changes  in  it  based  on  their  assessment  of 
international  arms  control  developments  and  other  national  security 
and  foreign  policy  concerns. 

3  COMMENT:  Small  ICBM,  because  of  such  technology  as  penetration 
aids  and  its  extreme  accuracy  appears  to  be  a  first  strike  weapon  not 
the  "billed"  second  strike  weapon.  Because  of  this,  question  its 
deterrence  capability. 

RESPONSE:  In  keeping  with  the  national  security  policy  goals,  the 
President  directed  the  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM  system. 

4  COMMENT:  We  already  have  five  other  weapon  systems  with  first 
strike  capability.  The  Soviets  might  see  this  as  threatening  and 
aggressive  leading  to  destabilization  of  the  arms  race. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

5  COMMENT:  Opposed  to  Small  ICBM  for  reasons  it  creates  local 
inconveniences,  is  not  vital  to  our  national  security,  questions  its 
deterrent  capability,  and  further  destabilizes  the  arms  race  and  costly. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

1  COMMENT:  Would  military  personnel  be  eligible  for  HUD-subsidized 
programs?  If  yes,  would  military  personnel  have  top  priority?  What 
impact  would  the  Small  ICBM  have  on  the  clients  of  the  Mercy  Home 
of  Great  Falls,  which  serves  battered  women  and  has  80  to  90  percent 
of  their  cases  moved  into  HUD  projects? 

RESPONSE:  Eligibility  for  HUD-subsidized  housing  is  based  on  family 
size  and  income.  Should  military  personnel  meet  the  eligibility 
requirements,  they  would  be  required  to  follow  the  same  procedures  as 
all  other  eligible  Great  Falls  residents  to  obtain  HUD  housing.  The  Air 
Force  would  provide  housing  either  onbase  or  offbase  through  a 
leasing/rental  guarantee  program  for  most  of  the  Small  ICBM  military 
personnel.  Therefore,  it  is  not  expected  that  military  personnel  would 
require  HUD-subsidized  housing  and  would  not  displace  Mercy  Home 
referrals. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  for  reasons  of  the 
positive  impacts  on  county  road  systems,  overall  transportation  in  the 
area,  economy,  and  with  appropriate  planning  and  mitigation,  the 
impacts  on  schools  and  services  can  be  protected. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 
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10  1  COMMENT:  Com  mentor  offered  the  following  commentary:  didn't 

want  more  "jetters"  tearing  up  the  street  at  50-60  mph;  value  of  home 
will  drop. 

RESPONSE:  Recent  Air  Force  history  and  statistics  (obiained  from  a 
Peacekeeper  Monitoring  Program)  suggest  that  such  a  situation  is 
unlikely  to  occur.  The  Air  Force  found  that  in  Cheyenne,  Wyoming,  a 
community  in  which  ICBM  deployment  is  currently  underway,  the 
personnel  hired  by  Air  Force  contractors  were  in  their  mid-30s,  were 
married,  and  averaged  about  1  year  of  college.  Most  of  them  were 
residents  of  the  community  prior  to  taking  employment  with  the  Air 
Force.  There  is  no  "jetter"  problem  in  Cheyenne,  and  we  do  not  expect 
one  in  Great  Falls.  All  Air  Force  personnel  are  expected  to  follow  a 
code  of  conduct  that  reflects  the  importance  of  their  mission.  This 
discipline  is  enforced  at  all  times  both  onbase  and  offbase.  Because  of 
the  increase  in  housing  demand  associated  with  the  program,  we 
expect  the  value  of  existing  housing  units  in  Great  Falls  to  rise  rather 
than  drop  (FEIS  Section  4.1. 2. 3). 

10  2  COMMENT:  Comment  made  that  if  the  only  way  we  can  think  to 

increase  employment  is  this  program,  we  should  take  a  long,  hard  look 
at  ourselves.  Great  Falls  would  be  a  bigger  and  better  target  in  the 
event  of  war.  The  U.S.  should  agree  with  the  Soviet  Union  to  remove 
100  medium-range  missiles  in  Europe. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

11  1  COMMENT;  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  deployment  for 

reasons  of  positive  benefits,  such  as  economy,  to  the  Great  Falls 
community,  surrounding  area,  as  well  as  Montana;  through  cooperation 
and  mitigation,  lessen  the  impacts,  to  the  maximum  extent  possible,  on 
the  community  and  its  school  system. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

12  1  COMMENT;  What  is  the  effect  of  Small  ICBM  on  peace  making  role  of 

U.S.  and  disarmament. 

RESPONSE;  See  response  to  document  7,  comment  2. 

13  1  COMMENT;  Concerned  about  effect  of  mid-term  cancellation. 

RESPONSE;  If  the  Small  ICBM  program  is  canceled  at  any  time  after 
construction  begins,  an  evaluation  would  be  made  to  determine 
potential  impacts. 

14  1  COMMENT:  Will  the  local  interstate  highway  system  be  expanded  or 

improved? 

RESPONSE;  The  Federal  Highway  Administration  (FHWA),  state  and 
local  transportation  agencies,  Military  Traffic  Management  Command 
(MTMC),  and  the  Air  Force  will  determine  specific  defense  access  road 
improvements  in  support  of  the  Small  ICBM  system. 

15  1  COMMENT;  Can  see  no  reason  why  military  children  cannot  be  bused 

to  schools  now  closed  when  other  classes  are  filled. 

RESPONSE:  Potential  mitigation  measures  have  been  recommended  in 
FEIS  Section  4.1.6  and  do  include  busing  students  from  Malmstrom 
AFB  to  area  schools.  The  final  selection  of  mitigations  to  minimize 
impacts  on  the  Great  Falls  Public  Schools  system  will  be  made  by  the 
school  board  with  participation  of  the  Department  of  Defense. 
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2  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  missile  program  because  we  need 
all  the  protection  we  can  get  since  Russia  is  so  far  ahead  of  us  in  the 
arms  race. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Several  schools  in  the  Great  Falls  Public  Schools  system 
are  closed.  They  could  be  used  for  the  children  associated  with  the 
program. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  15,  comment  1. 

2  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  missile  program  because  of  the 
need  to  update  our  defense  system  and  can  live  with  the  impacts. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  program  because  of 
possible  increased  business  with  Malmstrom  AFB. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  Small  ICBM  program  for 
reasons  of  cost,  the  threat  to  peace,  and  quality  of  life. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  program  assuming 
Congress  determines  this  weapon  system  is  necessary  to  maintain  a 
strong  defense  posture  in  this  country. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Are  additional  gates  planned  at  Malmstrom  AFB? 

RESPONSE:  As  a  result  of  the  proposed  program,  no  new  gates  are 
planned;  however,  there  is  some  potential  for  relocating  the  north  gate 
to  accommodate  traffic-pattern  changes. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  the  Small  ICBM  program  for  its 
potential  to  establish  a  diverse  and  growing  economic  base. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  program.  Commentor 
observation:  a  group  of  environmentalists  continue  to  "stack  the  deck" 
at  various  hearing  meetings  with  negative  viewpoints  and  taking  all  the 
time.  These  groups  are  not  representative  of  the  majority  of  the 
people  and  should  be  allowed  to  speak  at  only  one  meeting  allowing  the 
news  media  a  more  objective  sample  of  people  attending  meetings. 
Maybe  a  show  of  hands  for  or  against  is  in  order. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Statement  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  deployment, 
specifically  Alternative  2,  for  its  employment  growth  potential. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  If  U.S.  safety  is  at  such  risk,  the  U.S.  should  press 
forward  with  talks  with  the  Soviets  and  resolve  this  explosive 
situation. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 
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1  COMMENT:  Comment  In  support  of  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM  at 
Malmstrom  AFB. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  program  assuming 
Congress  determines  this  weapon  system  is  necessary  to  maintain  a 
strong  defense  posture  in  this  country. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  program  because 
opinion  is  there  will  not  be  any  significant  adverse  impacts. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT;  Why  is  the  Small  ICBM  necessary? 

RESPONSE;  See  response  to  document  7,  comment  2. 

1  COMMENT:  Will  the  rates  charged  for  public  utilities  be  increased, 
particularly  for  fixed  income  groups,  such  as  senior  citizens? 

RESPONSE:  The  costs  of  utility  service  in  the  Great  Falls  area  should 
not  increase  as  a  result  of  the  program.  No  additional  capital 
investments  will  be  required  for  potable  water,  wastewater,  solid 
waste,  and  energy  systems  since  excess  plant  capacity  is  available. 
These  facilities  will  be  able  to  operate  at  a  more  efficient  rate, 
thereby  reducing  the  cost  per  unit  processed. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM  at 
Malmstrom  AFB. 

RESPONSE;  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM  at 
Malmstrom  AFB. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  deployment  because 
it  will  benefit  both  the  country  and  Great  Falls. 

RESPONSE;  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM  at 
Malmstrom  AFB. 

RESPONSE;  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  What  happens  to  the  new  missiles  and  transporters  if  a 
new  arms  control  treaty  is  signed? 

RESPONSE:  Any  arms  control  treaty  generally  stipulates  a  period  of 
time,  usually  lasting  several  years,  before  the  agreed  limits  must  be 
met.  The  parties  to  an  agreement  can  use  this  time  to  make  any 
adjustments  necessary  to  meet  those  limits. 

2  COMMENT:  Could  Small  ICBM  program  be  a  bargaining  chip  at  peace 
talk  summits? 

RESPONSE:  These  are  determinations  to  be  made  by  the  President. 

3  COMMENT:  Will  the  program  result  in  crowding  at  golf  courses  in 
Great  Falls? 
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RESPONSE:  Golf  facilities  have  been  identified  by  the  Great  Falls 
Park  and  Recreation  Department  as  being  occasionally  used  at  or  near 
capacity.  Without  expansion  of  the  existing  golf  facilities,  it  is 
anticipated  that  crowding  at  the  two  city  golf  courses  could  occur 
more  frequently  as  a  result  of  baseline  population  growth.  The  Small 
ICBM  program  population  will  result  in  additional  use  of  the  city's  golf 
facilities  and  will  likely  contribute  to  the  crowding  of  these  facilities 
(FEIS  Section  4. 5. 2. 2). 

1  COMMENT:  Are  there  additional  launch  sites  proposed  in  the  areas 
around  Monarch  and  Niehart?  If  so,  where? 

RESPONSE:  The  Small  ICBM  program  will  only  utilize  the  existing 
Minuteman  launch  facilities.  No  additional  launch  facilities  are 
planned.  Five  of  the  proposed  launch  facilities  (A-4,  A-5,  A-6,  A-7, 
and  A-8)  are  located  within  10  miles  of  the  towns  of  Monarch  and 
Niehart.  Three  of  these  (A-5,  A-6,  and  A-8)  will  be  utilized  only  under 
Alternative  3,  where  all  200  launch  facilities  are  used. 

1  COMMENT:  Will  temporary  workers  choose  to  live  in  hotel/ 

motel/campgrounds  or  in  rental  housing?  How  can  they  afford  to  live 
in  motels  for  an  extended  period  of  time? 

RESPONSE:  About  30  percent  of  the  construction  workers  are 

expected  to  inmigrate  to  the  Great  Falls  area.  Based  on  past  experi¬ 
ence  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  about  55  percent  of  the  inmigrating  workers 
will  live  in  rental  housing,  15  percent  in  mobile  homes,  and  30  percent 
in  hotels/motels.  Most  workers  who  will  live  in  hotels/motels  for  an 
extended  period  of  time  will  be  collecting  per  diem  payments  to  cover 
this  cost.  However,  it  is  not  expected  that  temporary  workers,  who 
will  be  in  the  area  for  an  extended  period  of  time,  would  live  in 
hotels/motels.  Rather,  they  will  live  in  mobile  homes  and  rental  units. 

1  COMMENT:  Concerned  that  the  Air  Force  is  not  sincere  in  wanting  to 
help  the  economics  of  the  area. 

RESPONSE:  The  Small  ICBM  program  is  proposed  for  deployment  at 
Malmstrom  AFB  to  maintain  the  deterrence  capabilities  of  U.S. 
strategic  forces.  The  anticipated  impact  on  the  economy  as  well  as 
other  environmental  issues  were  considered  in  the  final  selection 
process.  Operational  needs  of  the  system,  however,  were  weighted 
more  heavily  in  that  process  (FEIS  Section  1.1). 

2  COMMENT:  Could  the  Air  Force  utilize  available  local  contractors 
for  the  Small  ICBM  program? 

RESPONSE:  The  process  for  selecting  the  construction  contractors 
and  other  vendors  is  an  open,  competitive  process.  The  Air  Force 
cannot  require  contracts  to  go  only  to  local  firms.  The  Air  Force  will 
support  certain  activities  such  as  giving  information  seminars  so  that 
local  firms  become  more  knowledgeable  in  how  to  compete  success¬ 
fully  for  federal  jobs.  A  potential  mitigation  is  that  the  Air  Force  will 
divide  construction  activities  into  smaller  segments  which  will  better 
meet  the  bonding  capabilities  of  the  small  contractors.  This  will 
permit  smaller  local  firms  to  compete  more  actively  in  the  Small 
ICBM  program  bidding  process  (FEIS  Section  4. 1.6.1). 

3  COMMENT:  Concerned  that  influx  of  young  military  personnel  will 
increase  crime. 
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RESPONSE:  Crime  rates  are  based  on  many  variables,  not  just  the  ag^e 
of  certain  segments  of  the  population.  It  is  not  expected  that  the 
additional  military  personnel  will  result  in  disproportions!  increases  in 
crime  in  the  area.  Recent  experience  with  the  Peacekeeper  in 
Minuteman  silos  program  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB  indicated  that  no 
increase  in  crime  rates  was  attributed  to  military  personnel. 

4  COMMENT:  Young  Air  Force  personnel  are  less  likely  to  take  care  of 
rental  housing. 

RESPONSE:  About  70  percent  of  young  enlisted  Air  Force  personnel 
are  unmarried  and  will  be  living  in  dormitories  on  Malmstrom  AFB. 
Married  personnel  who  live  offbase  receive  a  housing  allowance  that 
enables  them  to  obtain  and  maintain  suitable  housing  within  the 
community. 

5  COMMENT:  Will  unsuccessful  job  seekers  be  transients  or  vagrants, 
thereby  destabilizing  Great  Falls? 

RESPONSE:  Based  on  experience  with  the  Peacekeeper  missile 

deployment  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  job  seekers  will  be  mature,  educated, 
family  types  who  will  not  destabilize  Great  Falls. 

6  COMMENT:  Adding  more  weapons  to  the  world  arsenal  will  not  make 
for  a  stable  and  secure  environment. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

7  COMMENT:  Question  the  sincerity  of  the  military  processing  the  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  It  is  not  disqualifying  under  the  law  that  the  proponent 
agency  favors  the  adoption  of  the  proposal  or  particular  alternatives  or 
mitigation  measures.  What  is  required  is  that  the  EIS  provides  an 
adequate  analysis  of  the  environmental  impacts  that  can  be 
anticipated. 

8  COMMENT:  It  is  dishonest  to  have  a  division  of  a  defense  contractor 
writing  the  EIS.  It  is  a  conflict  of  interest  and  loses  its  credibility.  If 
another  EIS  is  prepared,  it  should  be  done  by  objective  people  taking 
key  roles  in  its  development. 

RESPONSE:  The  U.S.  Air  Force  was  aware  of  the  possibility  of 
conflict  of  interest  from  the  Inception  of  the  environmental  support 
contract.  After  full  investigation,  it  was  determined  that  Tetra  Tech's 
relationship  with  Honeywell,  a  defense  contractor,  did  not  pose  a 
conflict  of  interest.  A  detailed  answer  to  this  question  was  provided 
by  the  Air  Force  in  response  to  a  comment  by  Mr.  Kruger  in  the 
Lewistown  public  hearings  on  the  DEIS.  It  appears  verbatim  in  the 
transcripts  of  those  hearings  on  pages  13  through  15.  (FEIS 
Appendix  E.) 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  deploying  200  Small  ICBMs  in 
north-central  Montana.  Also  would  like  to  get  rid  of  the  Minuteman 
silos. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Concerned  that  HMLs  will  be  on  public  roads  every  day 
and  that  accidents  are  inevitable. 

RESPONSE:  A  HML  may  be  on  the  road  almost  every  day,  especially 
along  U.S.  87/89  between  Great  Falls  and  Belt;  however,  farther  from 
the  base,  the  frequency  would  be  lower.  In  addition,  with  the  driving- 
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safety  program  provided  for  HML  drivers  and  the  presence  of  a  U.S. 
Federal  Marshall  controlling  traffic  and  leading  the  HML  transporter 
convoy,  traffic  accidents  related  to  HML  transport  would  be 
minimized. 

2  COMMENT:  Concerned  about  severe  impacts  on  the  Great  Falls 
Public  Schools  system  due  to  the  Small  ICBM. 

RESPONSE:  The  impacts  on  the  Great  Falls  Public  Schools  system 
have  been  evaluated  as  high  and  significant  for  the  Proposed  Action 
with  both  housing  options,  and  all  alternatives  (FEIS  Sections  4. 1.2. 4 
and  4.1. 3. 4).  However,  potential  mitigation  measures  have  been 
identified  in  FEIS  Section  4.1.6  and  Appendix  D  as  possible  ways  of 
eliminating  or  alleviating  these  impacts. 

3  COMMENT:  Concerned  that  housing  will  be  built  for  the  program  and 
abandoned  at  a  later  date  when  program  is  completed. 

RESPONSE:  The  program  is  not  expected  to  follow  a  "boom-bust" 
pattern.  Housing  demand  will  increase  gradually  over  the  construction 
phase  and  stabilize  at  these  higher  levels  once  the  operations  phase  is 
reached. 

4  COMMENT:  Comment  strongly  urges  the  Small  ICBM  program  not  be 
recommended  in  Montana  or  anywhere  in  the  U.S.  Recommends  putting 
our  protection  in  the  air. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Statement  in  opposition  to  Small  ICBM  deployment  in 
Great  Falls  area  for  reasons  of  possibility  of  more  crime,  false  and 
temporary  economic  growth,  and  HML  movements. 

RESPONSE:  These  issues  are  addressed  in  FEIS  Sections  4. 1.2.1, 
4. 1.2.5,  and  4.3.2. 1. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  deployment  in  central 
Montana  for  reasons  of  little  impacts,  economic  boost,  and  more  jobs. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

2  COMMENT:  Concerned  that  traffic  will  increase  due  to  HMLs  on  the 
roads. 

RESPONSE:  Traffic  impacts  are  recognized  (FEIS  Section  4.3.2. 1)  and 
possible  mitigation  measures  are  identified  in  the  FEIS  Section  4.3.6. 

1  COMMENT:  Requested  Lewistown  public  hearing  transcript. 

RESPONSE:  Copy  provided. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  Small  ICBM  for  reasons  of  cost 
of  program,  the  state  is  in  a  recession,  cattle  ranchers  are  barely 
surviving,  and  dollars  could  be  better  used  elsewhere. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

1  COMMENT:  Concerned  about  what  effect  the  Small  ICBM  program 
personnel  will  have  on  the  Fergus  County  Disaster  and  Emergency 
Services.  If  there  is  an  effect,  who  will  assist  either  monetarily  or 
otherwise? 

RESPONSE:  For  Fergus  County,  short-duration  county  public  services 
impacts  are  considered  low  due  to  projected  increases  in  the  number  of 
emergency  calls  of  up  to  5  percent.  These  impacts  are  not  considered 
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significant  since  no  additional  personnel  or  facilities  would  be 
needed.  No  long-duration  impacts  would  occur  (FEIS  Section  4. 1.2.5). 

1  COMMENT:  EIS  does  not  reference  satellite  maintenance  sites  - 
economic  and  safety  basis  for  consideration. 

RESPONSE:  As  a  result  of  suggestions  made  during  scoping  meetings 
and  public  hearings,  the  Air  Force  has  initiated  a  study  of  expanding 
the  maintenance  capabilities  at  the  HML  enclosures.  This  could 
reduce  traffic  delays  and  accident  potential  associated  with  missile 
movements  to  Malmstrom  AFB.  Additionally,  the  resulting  increase  in 
construction  workers  in  the  deployment  area  has  the  potential  to 
provide  beneficial  economic  impacts  to  outlying  communities.  The 
concept  of  satellite  or  field  maintenance  centers  at  Lewistown  and 
Conrad,  however,  was  found  unfeasible  for  the  following  reasons: 
(1)  maintenance  and  repair  of  the  HML  at  these  centers  would  require 
duplication  of  secure  facilities  such  as  assembly,  surveillance,  and 
inspection  building;  mechanical  maintenance  shops;  and  weapons 
storage  area;  (2)  facility  construction  would  require  additional  land 
acquisition  and  road  upgrades,  thereby  increasing  program  costs;  and 
(3)  Field  Missile  Maintenance  Squadron  and  Security  Police  Squadron 
personnel  would  have  to  be  located  at  the  satellite  centers  increasing 
the  overall  military  personnel  requirements. 

1  COMMENT:  Montanans  voted  against  further  deployment  of  nuclear 
weapons  5  or  6  years  ago.  Com  mentor  wants  to  see  this  vote  honored 
and  if  not  honored,  at  least  addressed  in  the  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  The  defense  of  this  country  is  a  national  issue.  The  basing 
and  deployment  decisions  are  ultimately  made  by  the  Congress  and  the 
President. 

1  COMMENT:  Concerned  that  traffic  will  increase  due  to  HMLs  on  the 
roads. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  41,  comment  2. 

2  COMMENT:  Will  highways  used  by  the  HMLs  be  improved? 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  is  presently  coordinating  with  the  Military 
Traffic  Management  Command,  Federal  Highway  Administration, 
Montana  State  Department  of  Highways,  and  county  road  departments 
regarding  road  and  bridge  improvements  needed  to  accommodate 
increases  in  program-related  traffic,  including  HML  movements. 

1  COMMENT:  Concerned  that  home  is  near  launch  facility  N-8. 

RESPONSE:  Launch  facility  N-8  would  be  utilized  only  if  Alternative 
3  is  implemented.  For  this  alternative,  all  200  launch  facilities  are 
proposed  to  be  utilized  and  will  affect  a  number  of  homeowners. 
Options  available  to  the  homeowners  under  these  circumstances  are 
discussed  in  FEIS  Section  4.4. 1.2. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  system  for  national 
safety. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

2  COMMENT:  Could  the  Air  Force  utilize  available  local  contractors 
for  the  Small  ICBM  program? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  37,  comment  2. 
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COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  program  in  Montana 
in  the  belief  we  need  to  stay  competitive  in  the  area  of  ICBMs  and  the 
program  will  have  a  positive  effect  on  the  economic  climate  in 
Montana. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

51  1  COMMENT:  Concerned  about  sonic  booms  in  Harlowton. 

RESPONSE:  No  sonic  booms  would  be  induced  by  this  program. 

52  1  COMMENT:  Questions  the  need  for  additional  new  weapons  systems  as 

the  Small  ICBM. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  7,  comment  2. 

52  2  COMMENT:  Questions  the  selection  of  a  more  populated  area  such  as 

north-central  Montana  as  opposed  to  a  less  populated  area  such  as 
Alaska  or  northern  Canada. 

RESPONSE:  Initial  screening  of  potential  deployment  locations  began 
with  a  list  of  4,200  DOD  and  DOE  installations  situated  throughout  the 
50  states.  Using  existing  data  on  these  locations,  each  was  evaluated 
against  minimum  technical  and  operational  criteria.  From  the  initial 
effort,  all  but  51  areas  in  15  states  were  eliminated.  Field  visits  were 
used  to  collect  and  validate  the  data  needed  to  conduct  comparative 
analyses  to  determine  the  suitability  of  each  location.  The  list  was 
then  reduced  to  24  installations  at  this  level  of  screening.  An 
assessment  of  the  environmental  impacts  on  these  locations  was 
presented  in  the  Legislative  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (LEIS). 
On  December  19,  1986,  the  President  announced  the  decision  that 
Malmstrom  AFB  had  been  selected  for  initial  deployment  of  the  Small 
ICBM.  The  decision  was  based  on  operational  effectiveness,  cost, 
mission  compatibility,  and  the  LEIS. 

53  1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM  at 

Malmstrom  AFB. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

54  1  COMMENT:  Concerned  about  noxious  weeds. 

RESPONSE:  Road  and  bridge  upgrading  along  T/E  routes  will  be 
conducted  by  state  or  county  agencies  or  their  contractors.  Develop¬ 
ment  and  implementation  of  subsequent  reclamation  and  noxious  weed 
control  programs  along  T/E  routes  are  the  responsibility  of  these 
agencies.  Reclamation  and  noxious  weed  control  programs  for  areas 
disturbed  onbase,  around  launch  facilities,  and  along  access  roads  will 
be  developed,  implemented,  and  monitored  by  the  Air  Force  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  COE  practices  for  environmental  protection  (FEIS 
Section  4.8. 1.4). 

55  1  COMMENT:  Concerned  about  special  impact  on  Augusta  and  suburban 

area. 

RESPONSE:  No  major  impacts  have  been  identified  for  the  community 
of  Augusta.  The  discussion  in  the  EIS  is  concentrated  on  those  areas 
that  will  be  affected  by  the  program. 

56  1  COMMENT:  The  military  is  too  large,  expensive,  and  dangerous  to 

feel  safe.  The  U.S.  should  stop  military  buildup  and  not  make  Montana 
a  target  for  all  countries  who  wish  to  launch  against  the  U.S. 


E-19 


RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  document  3,  comment  1  and  docu¬ 
ment  52,  comment  2. 

COMMENT:  Concerned  that  the  program  will  affect  air  quality  in 
Montana. 

RESPONSE:  Program-related  construction  would  result  in  some 
temporary  air  quality  impacts  which  would  be  low  and  not  significant. 
Long-duration  operations  impacts  would  be  negligible  (FEIS 
Section  4.11.2). 

COMMENT:  Concerned  that  the  program  will  affect  clean  water  in 
Montana. 

RESPONSE:  Some  short-duration  degradation  of  the  quality  of 
streams  in  the  deployment  area  can  be  expected  to  occur  during  the 
construction  phase.  The  overall  impacts  on  the  receiving  streams  are 
expected  to  be  low  and  not  significant  (FEIS  Section  4. 9. 2. 2). 

COMMENT:  What  is  the  rationale  for  deploying  the  new  Small  ICBM 
on  Minuteman  sites?  Wouldn't  this  arrangement  make  it  easier  for  any 
enemy  to  knock  out  both  missile  systems  at  the  same  time  with  the 
same  warhead? 

RESPONSE:  The  President  chose  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM  in 
HMLs  on  existing  Minuteman  launch  facilities  because  it  maintains  the 
mobility  necessary  for  survival  at  a  reasonable  cost.  The  Small  ICBM 
will  be  using  100  to  200  launch  facilities  located  throughout  an 
8,500-square-mile  area  in  north-central  Montana.  Upon  tactical 
warning  of  a  launch  against  the  U.S.,  the  HMLs  will  dash  off  of  the 
launch  facilities,  covering  an  area  well  in  excess  of  the  existing 
8,500  square  miles.  This  ability  provides  the  survivability  of  the 
system. 

COMMENT:  Now  that  the  Small  ICBM  appears  to  be  t  real  program  to 
be  based  in  the  Great  Falls  area,  will  the  Minuteman  missiles  be 
removed?  If  so,  what  are  the  potential  socioeconomic  impacts  of 
decommissioning  the  Minuteman? 

RESPONSE:  There  are  no  present  plans  to  decommission  the 

Minuteman  missiles  or  change  their  method  of  operations. 

COMMENT;  Comment  in  support  of  the  No  Action  Alternative. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

COMMENT;  Comment  about  psychological  and  moral  impacts,  and 
will  of  the  people. 

RESPONSE:  The  purpose  of  an  EIS  is  to  analyze  expected  changes 
resulting  from  the  Proposed  Action  and  its  reasonable  alternatives, 
including  the  No  Action  Alternative,  that  could  significantly  affect  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment.  It  is  not  the  purpose  of  this  EIS  to 
discuss  morality,  military  tactics,  or  general  societal  issues.  Finally, 
Congress,  in  Section  209(c)(4)  of  the  1986  DOD  Authorization  Act, 
directed  the  Air  Force  to  analyze  the  environmental  effects  of 
"deployment  and  peacetime  operation."  The  U.S.  Supreme  Court  has 
held  that  psychological  impacts  attributable  to  the  fear  that  an  event 
like  nuclear  war  may  occur  in  the  future  is  not  an  appropriate  subject 
for  EIS  analysis  because  it  is  not  related  to  the  physical  impacts  of  the 
program  (Metropolitan  Edison  v.  People  Against  Nuclear  Energy, 
April  1983).  Also  see  FEIS  Section  1.7.1. 
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1  COMMENT;  Additional  costs  of  education  (in  Conrad)  should  be  paid 
for  by  the  federal  government. 

RESPONSE;  The  federal  program  set  forth  in  P.L.  81-874  recognizes 
the  responsibility  of  the  U.S.  for  the  impact  which  certain  federal 
activities  have  on  the  local  educational  agencies.  Currently,  students 
whose  parents  live  or  work  on  federal  property  in  the  Great  Falls 
Public  Schools  system  qualify  for  impact  aid.  However,  in  order  to 
qualify  for  the  P.L.  81-874  monies,  at  least  3  percent  of  the  student 
membership  must  have  parents  who  live  or  work  on  federal  property. 
The  Conrad  Public  Schools  system  presently  does  not  qualify  for  this 
aid,  but  may  when  the  Air  Force  strategic  training  installation  locates 
in  Conrad  in  1988. 

1  COMMENT;  Will  new  housing  be  built  or  will  housing  be  remodeled  in 
Conrad? 

RESPONSE;  No  new  housing  construction  or  major  remodeling  is 
expected  to  occur  in  Conrad  as  a  direct  result  of  this  program. 

2  COMMENT;  Could  the  Air  Force  utilize  available  local  contractors 
for  the  Small  ICBM  program? 

RESPONSE;  See  response  to  document  37,  comment  2. 

1  COMMENT;  Comment  in  opposition  to  Small  ICBM  deployment 
because  of  the  need  to  balance  the  national  budget  and  we  must  stop 
the  uncontrolled  profit  in  the  military. 

RESPONSE;  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

1  COMMENT;  Statement  on  the  injuries  sustained  by  his  family  as  a 
result  of  Minuteman  missile  movements. 

RESPONSE;  Because  of  increased  vehicular  traffic,  the  risk  of 
automobile  accidents  would  increase  during  the  construction  phase  and 
over  the  life  of  the  Small  ICBM  program.  Increased  emphasis  on 
defensive  driving  by  military  personnel  and  normal  safety  precautions 
during  HML  movements  would  help  keep  the  risks  to  a  minimum.  HML 
drivers  will  be  trained  regularly  at  a  special  HML  vehicle  operations 
training  area  located  at  the  base. 

1  COMMENT;  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  deployment  because 
the  program  will  not  create  any  additional  short-  or  long-term  cost  to 
the  local  taxpayers, 

RESPONSE;  Noted. 

1  COMMENT;  Comment  in  support  of  the  No  Action  Alternative. 
RESPONSE;  Noted. 

1  COMMENT;  Comment  in  support  of  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM  at 
Malmstrom  AFB. 

RESPONSE;  Noted. 

1  COMMENT;  The  EIS  didn't  address  the  issue  of  AIDS  and  the  high 
influx  of  military  personnel,  high-risk  group. 

RESPONSE;  It  is  not  the  intent  of  this  EIS  to  discuss  moral  or  general 
societal  issues.  However,  the  Air  Force  has  taken  the  following  steps 
to  address  the  spread  of  the  AIDS  virus.  Since  September  1985,  all 
applicants  for  active  duty  are  tested  for  the  AIDS  virus.  Anyone  who 
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tests  positive  is  denied  permission  to  enter  the  Air  Force.  In  October 
1986,  the  Air  Force  began  testing  of  all  persons  on  active  duty  or  in 
the  Air  Force  Reserves.  Testing  of  all  personnel  will  be  completed  by 
September  1988.  As  of  August  31,  1987,  441,119  had  been  tested  and 
497  tests  showed  positive  for  AIDS  virus  for  an  infection  rate  of 
1.1  per  1,000.  The  infection  rate  for  all  DOD  employees  is 
1.6  per  1,000.  No  comparable  figures  for  the  general  public  are  known 
as  there  is  no  widespread  testing  of  the  general  public.  Any  Air  Force 
person  who  tests  positive  is  sent  to  Wilford  Hall  Medical  Center  at 
Lackland  AFB,  Texas  for  evaluation.  If  active  AIDS  virus  is  found  to 
be  present  in  the  system,  the  person  is  medically  retired  from  active 
duty. 

2  COMMENT:  Will  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM  affect  tourism  in 
Mo  tana? 

RESPONSE:  A  discussion  of  the  tourism  industry  in  Montana  has  been 
added  to  Regional  Recreation,  FEIS  Sections  3.5.3. 1  and  4. 5. 2.1. 

3  COMMENT:  Concerned  that  the  proposed  program  will  affect  the 
beauty  of  Montana. 

RESPONSE:  With  the  construction  of  HML  enclosures,  both  local 
residents  and  tourists  will  become  more  aware  of  missile  deployment 
in  the  area.  The  earth-covered  igloos  would  resemble  mounds  of  earth 
and  be  most  noticeable  in  the  very  flat  terrain.  Many  viewers  would 
be  unable  to  distinguish  between  the  alternative  pre-engineered 
buildings  and  one  of  the  many  agricultural  buildings  in  the  area.  Along 
Interstate  15  between  Yellowstone  National  Park  and  the  Canadian 
border,  only  three  HML  enclosures  (launch  facilities  1-6,  1-7,  and  P-9) 
would  be  visible. 

4  COMMENT:  Statement  on  how  the  military  should  spend  its  money, 
the  abolishing  of  the  CIA  and  NSC,  forget  the  Persian  Gulf  and  what 
Charles  Russell  would  say  to  •'Midgetman.” 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

1  COMMENT:  EIS  should  address  psychological  effects  on  children. 
RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  59,  comment  1. 

2  COMMENT:  Statement  in  opposition  to  Small  ICBM  deployment 
because  of  the  needs  of  the  people  of  the  world  for  food,  clothing, 
shelter,  and  that  health  care  monies  must  not  be  diverted  to 
unnecessary  armaments. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  Small  ICBM  deployment  for 
numerous  reasons  as  there  is  no  need  for  further  buildup  of  our  nuclear 
arsenal,  can't  afford  it  socially  or  morally,  welfare  system  now  helping 
the  weapon  building  corporations  rather  than  the  poor  citizens, 
financial  stress  on  taxpayers,  health  hazards  and  the 

socioeconomic"boom-bust"  impacts  that  will  further  erode  the  fragile 
Montana  environment  and  society. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

1  COMMENT:  The  City  of  Great  Falls  believes  that  disposal  space  at 
their  existing  landfill,  along  with  the  space  available  on  the  adjacent 
leased  property,  will  provide  a  minimum  of  15  years  service. 
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RESPONSE;  FEIS  Sections  3.2. 3. 3  and  4. 2.2. 3  have  been  revised  to 
reflect  this  change. 

2  COMMENT;  Page  4-84;  The  last  potential  mitigation  measure  listed 
refers  to  "alternative  sources  of  state  and  federal  funding  to  provide 
for  additional  staff,  and  equipment,  for  local  governments."  Suggest 
this  statement  be  augmented  with  specific  sources,  if  possible. 

RESPONSE;  No  alternative  sources  of  funding  have  been  identified. 
This  mitigation  has  been  deleted  from  the  FEIS. 

3  COMMENT;  Specific  mitigation  measures  should  be  provided  to 
address  identified  impacts  on  urban  roads. 

RESPONSE;  Potential  mitigation  measures  have  been  identified  in  the 
FEIS  Appendix  D. 

1  COMMENT;  Why  do  we  need  more  weapons  when  some  people  are  not 
being  fed  or  clothed? 

RESPONSE;  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

1  COMMENT;  Concerned  about  the  impact  suffered  by  low-income 
Americans  due  to  the  proposed  program. 

RESPONSE;  The  Small  ICBM  program's  effect  on  low-income  people 
was  studied  under  various  elements.  During  the  construction  phase 
greater  employment  opportunities  will  become  available,  providing  a 
beneficial  effect  for  unemployed  or  underemployed  yet  qualified 
persons.  Housing  will  be  supplied  to  most  military  personnel,  whether 
onbase  or  offbase,  and  therefore,  no  significant  increase  in  housing 
prices  is  expected.  During  the  construction  phase,  there  could  also  be 
a  temporary  increased  demand  for  public  assistance  programs  because 
of  the  presence  of  unsuccessful  job  seekers,  but  this  increase  in  service 
demand  should  diminish  during  the  operations  phase.  Program-related 
increases  in  demand  for  utility  services  are  not  expected  to  cause  a 
price  increase  for  local  customers.  These  issues  are  discussed  in  FEIS 
Sections  4. 1.2.1,  4. 1.2.3,  4. 1.2.5,  and  4.2.2. 

1  COMMENT;  Comment  in  opposition  to  Small  ICBM  deployment  in 
Montana  because  of  religious  and  family  beliefs  and  difficulty 
understanding  why  we  need  the  system. 

RESPONSE;  Noted.  Rationale  for  the  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM 
system  is  provided  in  FEIS  Section  1.1. 

1  COMMENT;  Was  the  scope  of  this  EIS  specifically  and  unambiguously 
limited  by  legislation? 

RESPONSE;  The  Congress,  in  Section  209(c)(4)  of  the  1986  DOD 
Authorization  Act,  directed  the  Air  Force  to  analyze  the 
environmental  effects  of  "deployment  and  peacetime  operation"  of  the 
Small  ICBM  system  (FEIS  Section  1.7.1).  The  EIS  was  prepared  in 
accordance  with  this  statute. 

1  COMMENT;  Comment  in  support  of  the  No  Action  Alternative. 
RESPONSE;  Noted. 

1  COMMENT;  The  EIS  does  not  address  the  environmental  impacts  of  an 
accidental  or  intentional  launch  of  a  missile.  Without  such  analysis, 
the  program  (Proposed  Action  and  alternatives)  will  provoke  legal 
action. 
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RESPONSE:  System  safeguards  have  been  developed  to  ensure  that 
there  is  no  possibility  of  accidental  launch.  Analysis  of  intentional 
launch  is  beyond  the  scope  of  the  EIS,  since  the  Congress  directed  that 
only  peacetime  operations  be  addressed. 

COMMENT:  The  EIS  does  not  address  the  environmental  impacts  of  an 
accidental  or  intentional  launch  of  a  missile.  Without  such  analysis, 
the  program  (Proposed  Action  and  alternatives)  will  provoke  legal 
action. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  76,  comment  1. 

COMMENT:  Does  the  Air  Force  have  a  hazardous  waste  management 
plan? 

RESPONSE:  Malmstrom  AFB  has  a  hazardous  waste  management  plan 
that  identifies  the  procedures  to  be  followed  for  the  collection, 
documentation,  and  disposal  of  hazardous  wastes.  Currently  hazardous 
wastes  generated  onbase  are  collected,  stored  onbase,  and  then 
transported  to  an  out-of-state,  EPA  permitted  disposal  facility  (FEIS 
Sections  3. 2. 3. 3  and  4. 2. 2. 3). 

COMMENT:  Com  mentor  questions  the  need  and  urgency  of  deploying 
the  system. 

RESPONSE:  The  Congress  mandated  that  the  program  be  pursued  as  a 
matter  of  the  highest  national  security  priority  with  initial  operational 
capability  (IOC)  by  the  end  of  1992.  In  order  to  meet  this  IOC  date 
and  adhere  to  the  requirements  of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act,  the  Air  Force  is  conducting  this  assessment  of  the  environmental 
impacts  for  Malmstrom  AFB  this  year  (1987). 

COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  Small  ICBM  system  for  reasons 
as  lack  of  confidence  the  system  will  work;  and  money  better  spent  on 
housing,  education,  medical  research,  and  cleaning  up  the  air  and 
water. 

RESPONSE;  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

COMMENT:  Doesn't  this  program  effectively  add  100  to  200  possible 
targets  concentrated  within  a  fairly  small  area? 

RESPONSE;  See  response  to  document  57,  comment  1. 

COMMENT:  What  happens  to  the  area  after  construction? 

RESPONSE:  The  proposed  Small  ICBM  program  at  Malmstrom  AFB  is 
expected  to  have  a  20-year  life  span.  The  construction  phase  will 
be  followed  by  a  substantial  operations  phase.  Therefore,  this  program 
is  not  expected  to  follow  a  "boom-bust"  pattern.  This  issue  is  covered 
in  FEIS  Section  4. 1.2.2. 

COMMENT;  Comment  in  opposition  to  Small  ICBM  deployment  for 
reasons  such  as  more  dollars  being  spent  on  defense  when  foreclosures 
on  family  farms  continue  to  escalate,  cutbacks  in  education  and  funds 
being  restricted  or  no  longer  available  on  such  things  as  housing, 
nutrition,  medication,  and  therapy.  The  real  environment  affects 
everyone  in  the  U.S.,  not  just  Montana. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  the  No  Action  Alternative. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 
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1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  Small  ICBM  deployment 
because  people  won't  be  any  safer  than  now,  don't  need  any  more 
people  in  Montana,  and  possible  accidents  and  contamination. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

2  COMMENT:  What  is  to  become  of  the  Minuteman  system?  Where 
does  the  money  come  from  to  build  the  Small  ICBM  system? 

RESPONSE:  There  are  no  present  plans  to  decommission  the 

Minuteman  missile  or  change  the  method  of  operation.  The  Small 
ICBM  program  will  be  funded  by  the  Congress. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  program  because  it 
will  enhance  Montana's  economy  and  help  deter  aggression. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  the  Small  ICBM  system 
because  it  is  only  another  deterrent  in  a  series  of  prior  deterrents  that 
is  costly.  The  promised  boom  to  the  Great  Falls  economy  is  paltry 
compared  to  what  it  would  buy  to  enhance  life,  not  destroy  it. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  Small  ICBM  for  moral  and 
spiritual  reasons. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  Small  ICBM  deployment  for 
reasons  as  gates  left  open,  broken  cattle  guards,  damaged  county 
roads,  and  Increased  crime. 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  has  an  ongoing  program  to  supplement 
existing  base  procedures  to  educate  new  construction  and  operations 
personnel  on  local  sensitive  issues  and  concerns  of  property  owners  in 
an  effort  to  minimize  undesirable  consequences. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  Small  ICBM  deployment  in 
Montana  or  any  other  state  because  the  U.S.  needs  to  decrease  nuclear 
weapons,  not  add  to  them. 

RESPONSE;  Noted. 

1  COMMENT;  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  deployment  at 
Malmstrom  AFB  because  we  need  to  update  the  missile  system  and 
continue  deterrence  to  maintain  peace. 

RESPONSE;  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  deployment  at 
Malmstrom  AFB  because  of  the  positive  economic  factors  generated 
by  the  program  for  Montana. 

RESPONSE;  Noted. 

1  COMMENT;  Comment  objects  to  placement  of  200  Small  ICBMs  in 
Montana  because  the  missiles  are  in  violation  of  SALT  I  and  SALT  II 
treaties. 

RESPONSE;  See  response  to  document  7,  comment  2. 

2  COMMENT:  Recent  news  stories  have  described  the  failure  of  certain 
components  of  the  Peacekeeper  missile.  Would  the  Small  ICBM  use 
these  components?  Is  the  Air  Force  certain  that  the  Small  ICBM 
would  operate  properly? 
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RESPONSE:  Only  fully  verified  components  are  used  in  operational 
systems.  The  system  will  be  fully  tested  and  verified  before  it 
becomes  operational.  The  Air  Force  is  confident  that  the  Small  ICBM 
will  perform  as  designed. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  Small  ICBM  deployment  in 
Montana  or  anywhere  on  this  planet  because  it  is  environmentally 
unsafe,  a  huge  threat  to  all  life  and  the  U.S.  should  stop  the  escalation 
of  nuclear  weapons. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  7,  comment  2. 

2  COMMENT:  The  EIS  does  not  address  the  threat  to  all  life  on  this 
planet. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  74,  comment  1. 

1  COMMENT:  The  people  of  Montana  previously  voted  against  any  more 
new  weapons.  Is  this  being  considered  by  the  state  and  federal 
governments? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  46,  comment  1. 

2  COMMENT:  It  appears  the  majority  of  the  public  hearing  testimony  is 
opposed  to  the  new  missile  system.  These  people  are  not  being  heard. 

RESPONSE:  Your  comments  have  been  provided  to  the  decision¬ 
makers  as  required  by  law. 

3  COMMENT:  War  has  never  solved  anything.  Hiroshima  and  Nagasaki 
are  two  very  vivid  reminders  that  not  even  nuclear  warfare  is  an 
effective  deterrent.  As  long  as  people  are  willing  to  bear  arms,  we  will 
have  war. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  deployment  at 
Malmstrom  AFB  as  long  as  various  impacts  are  dealt  with 
appropriately  during  construction  and  operation  of  the  system. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT;  Requests  the  Miles  City  District  Office  of  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  be  notified  when  affected  launch  facilities  are 
identified  so  that  further  analysis  can  be  accomplished. 

RESPONSE;  Will  notify. 

1  COMMENT:  Why  wasn't  California  selected  for  Small  ICBM 

deployment? 

RESPONSE:  A  number  of  California  military  bases,  along  with  other 
bases  in  all  50  states,  were  evaluated  for  Small  ICBM  deployment  by 
the  Air  Force  during  recently  completed  siting  and  environmental 
investigations.  Results  of  these  two  exhaustive  studies  were  provided 
to  the  Congress  and  to  the  President.  On  the  basis  of  operational 
effectiveness,  cost,  mission  compatibility,  and  the  assessment  of 
environmental  impacts  presented  in  the  Small  ICBM  LEIS,  the 
President,  on  December  19,  1986,  announced  the  decision  to  deploy 
200  Small  ICBMs  in  Montana. 

2  COMMENT;  Concerned  that  four-lane  highways  will  be  built  in  remote 
areas  of  Montana  and  ruin  the  land,  creeks,  and  rivers. 
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RESPONSE:  There  are  no  plans  for  building  four-lane  highways  in  the 
remote  areas  of  Montana  as  part  of  the  Proposed  Action.  The  need  for 
road  improvements  is  being  studied  jointly  by  the  U.S.  Air  Force, 
Military  Traffic  Management  Command,  and  federal,  state,  and  local 
transportation  agencies.  These  damaging  mitigation  measures  are 
discussed  in  FEIS  Sections  4.3. 1.4,  4.3.6,  and  Appendix  D. 

3  COMMENT;  Will  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM  affect  tourism  in 
Montana? 

RESPONSE;  See  response  to  document  67,  comment  2. 

4  COMMENT;  Concerned  about  possible  accidents  that  could  affect 
such  things  as  air  quality,  plant  life,  etc. 

RESPONSE;  This  issue  is  addressed  in  FEIS  Sections  5.3.2  and  5.4. 

1  COMMENT:  Concerned  about  the  aesthetics,  maintenance,  and  use  of 
existing  transportation  systems. 

RESPONSE;  The  Air  Force  is  coordinating  the  maintenance  and  use  of 
existing  transportation  system  with  the  Military  Traffic  Management 
Command,  Federal  Highway  Administration,  Montana  Department  of 
Highways,  and  local  agencies  through  the  Defense  Access  Roads  needs 
process.  As  a  result  of  the  decisions  made  through  this  process,  the 
Air  Force  will  conduct  or  assist  local  agencies  in  the  maintenance  of 
existing  transportation  systems. 

2  COMMENT;  Concerned  about  geology  and  soils  impacts  due  to  the 
proposed  program  changes  to  the  transportation  system. 

RESPONSE;  Descriptions  of  the  effects  of  the  Small  ICBM  program, 
resulting  from  modification  of  highways  and  bridges  and  construction 
at  launch  facilities  and  Malmstrom  AFB,  are  presented  in  FEIS 
Section  4.10.2.1,  with  soil  erosion  discussed  in  FEIS  Section  4.10.2.3. 

3  COMMENT;  Concerned  about  biological  impacts  due  to  the  proposed 
program  changes  to  the  transportation  system. 

RESPONSE;  Potential  impacts  on  biological  resources  resulting  from 
modification  of  highways  and  bridges,  as  well  as  program  operations 
are  discussed  in  the  FEIS  for  specific  impacts  occurring  within 
sensitive  areas,  (e.g.,  bridge  replacement  over  important  streams  or 
potential  disturbance  of  threatened  and  endangered  species  habitat). 
Additional  specific  potential  mitigation  measures  have  been  added  in 
FEIS  Appendix  D. 

4  COMMENT;  Concerned  about  noxious  weeds. 

RESPONSE;  See  response  to  document  54,  comment  1. 

5  COMMENT;  Concerned  about  the  disruption  of  local  quality  of  life 
due  to  proposed  changes  to  the  transportation  system. 

RESPONSE;  In  the  absence  of  appropriate  mitigation  measures,  the 
proposed  Small  ICBM  program  could  lead  to  increased  congestion  and 
delay  on  transportation  systems  in  the  affected  areas  which  could 
affect  the  quality  of  life  as  perceived  by  local  citizens.  This  issue  is 
discussed  in  detail  in  FEIS  Section  4.3.2. 1. 

6  COMMENT;  Will  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM  affect  tourism  in 
Montana? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  67,  comment  2. 


E-27 


97 


97 


97 


97 


97 


97 

97 


97 

98 


98 


98 


7  COMMENTt  Commentor  questions:  What  is  our  future?  Do  we  have 
control? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  7,  comment  2. 

8  COMMENT:  Questions  the  need  for  additional  new  weapons  systems  as 
the  Small  ICBM. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  7,  comment  2. 

9  COMMENT:  What  is  the  susceptibility  of  the  system  to 

electromagnetic  pulse? 

RESPONSE:  The  system  is  being  designed  to  minimize  its  suscepti¬ 
bility  to  electromagnetic  pulse. 

10  COMMENT:  Questions  the  economic  effectiveness  "benefit/cost 
analysis”  of  adding  the  weapon  system. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

11  COMMENT:  What  is  the  life  span  of  this  program? 

RESPONSE:  Deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM  would  require 

approximately  6  years  of  construction  activities  in  the  deployment 
area,  followed  by  20  or  more  years  of  operations  (FEIS  Section  1.5.1). 

12  COMMENT:  What  is  the  system  susceptibility  to  terrorism? 
RESPONSE:  See  FEIS  Section  5.2.I.3. 

13  COMMENT:  How  would  the  HML  be  able  to  operate  in  Montana's 
normal  and  winter  blizzard  conditions? 

RESPONSE:  The  HML  was  designed  to  operate  under  extreme  weather 
conditions.  Winter  testing  was  carried  out  at  Malmstrom  AFB  last 
winter.  To  date,  all  tests  indicate  that  the  vehicle  will  meet  design 
goals.  Further  tests  will  be  conducted  during  the  winter  of  1988. 

14  COMMENT:  Statement  in  opposition  to  the  Small  ICBM  proposal. 
RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  The  function  of  the  Montana  Department  of  Family 
Services  (DFS),  that  is,  the  protection  of  children  and  adults  from 
abuse  and  neglect,  and  the  prevention  of  family  violence  should  be 
discussed  in  the  FEIS. 

RESPONSE:  The  DFS  discussion  has  been  included  in  FEIS 

Sections  3. 1.3. 5  and  4. 1.2.5. 

2  COMMENT:  Section  8.2.2  does  not  list  either  the  Department  of 
Social  and  Rehabilitation  Services  (SRS)  or  SRS*  Community  Services 
Division.  Also,  the  Department  of  Community  Affairs  should  be 
deleted. 

RESPONSE:  Corrections  have  been  made  to  FEIS  Section  9.2.2. 

3  COMMENT:  The  Cascade  County  Office  of  Human  Services  is 
discussed  in  the  body  of  the  document.  The  social  workers  from 
Cascade  County  Office  of  Human  Services  have  become  part  of  the 
DFS  staff. 

RESPONSE:  Noted.  FEIS  Sections  3. 1.3. 5  and  4. 1.2.5  have  been 
revised  in  response  to  this  comment. 
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4  COMMENT:  The  social  workers  from  Cascade  County  Office  of 
Human  Services  have  become  part  of  the  DFS  staff. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

5  COMMENT:  The  DEIS  makes  no  reference  to  the  protective  service 
functions  that  DFS  has. 

RESPONSE:  The  DFS  discussion  has  been  included  in  FEIS 

Sections  3. 1.3.5  and  4.1. 2. 5. 

6  COMMENT:  The  military  population  projected  by  the  year  2000  would 
add  some  additional  burdens  on  the  DFS  staff  and  budget  for  child 
protective  and  adult  protective  services. 

RESPONSE:  Noted.  FEIS  Section  4. 1.2.5  has  been  revised  to  include  a 
discussion  of  the  increased  demand  for  these  services. 

7  COMMENT:  The  FEIS  should  address  impacts  on  the  budget  of  the 
DFS  because  of  expansion  of  child  and  adult  protective  services. 

RESPONSE:  Potential  program -related  impacts  on  the  caseload  and 
staffing  of  the  Montana  Department  of  Family  Services  have  been 
discussed  in  FEIS  Section  4. 1.2.5.  An  analysis  of  the  department's 
budget  was  not  undertaken. 

8  COMMENT:  The  DEIS  implies  an  increase  to  family  violence,  but  does 
not  sufficiently  acknowledge  the  extent  of  the  impact. 

RESPONSE:  The  agency  for  family  violence,  the  Mercy  Home,  is 
discussed  in  FEIS  Sections  3. 1.3. 5  and  4. 1.2.5. 

9  COMMENT:  The  DEIS  suggests  that  the  Community  Help  Line  would 
require  additional  volunteers  to  staff,  but  does  not  project  staffing 
needs  for  the  Mercy  Home. 

RESPONSE:  The  staffing  of  the  Mercy  Home  is  noted  in  FEIS 

Section  4. 1.2. 5. 

10  COMMENT:  The  FEIS  should  address  the  possible  extent  of  impact  on 
the  need  for  protective  services  for  children  and  for  emergency 
assistance  for  victims  of  domestic  violence  at  the  Mercy  Home  and 
related  agencies. 

RESPONSE:  The  impact  on  the  need  for  protective  services  for 
children  was  added  and  increased  service  demand  is  projected  for  the 
Mercy  Home  in  FEIS  Section  4.1. 2. 5. 

11  COMMENT:  The  summary  statement  on  impacts  to  public  services 
does  not  include  reference  to  the  human  services,  only  to  the 
conditions  of  the  Cascade  County  jail. 

RESPONSE:  The  summary  evaluation  of  impacts  for  public  services  in 
the  FEIS  has  been  amended  to  note  the  increase  for  service  demand 
provided  by  human  service  agencies  (FEIS  Section  4. 1.2.5). 

12  COMMENT:  The  FEIS  should  project  the  incidence  of  child  abuse  and 
neglect,  anticipated  staffing  requirements,  and  budget  increases. 

RESPONSE:  The  Socioeconomics  EPTR  presents  projected  increases  in 
the  number  of  cases  of  child  abuse  and  the  increased  staff  needed  to 
meet  this  demand. 

13  COMMENT:  Child  abuse  and  neglect  must  be  addressed  in  the  FEIS  for 
the  following  reasons:  The  American  Association  for  the  Protection  of 


E-29 


98 


98 


98 


98 


98 


98 


98 


Children  indicates  that  14  percent  of  all  children  are  abused  in  some 
way  and  the  DEIS  states  that  about  16  percent  of  the  inmigrating 
population  will  be  children;  because  of  some  special  structures  and 
functions  of  the  military  which  contribute  to  stress  in  service  members 
and  their  families,  the  incidence  of  child  abuse  and  neglect  in  military 
communities  needs  to  be  given  special  attention;  apart  from  any 
factors  related  to  the  proposed  Small  ICBM  program,  the  number  of 
child  abuse  and  neglect  referrals  to  Cascade  County  DFS  social 
workers  increased  by  7.3  percent  from  FY85  to  FY86,  the  number  of 
children  involved  in  child  abuse  and  neglect  investigations  Increased  by 
8.6  percent  in  that  same  period,  and  the  number  of  substantiated  abuse 
and  neglect  incidents  increased  by  12.7  percent;  and  in  light  of  these 
three  factors,  the  proposed  population  influx's  potential  effect  on  the 
problem  of  child  abuse  and  neglect  needs  to  be  directly  addressed  in 
the  FEIS. 

RESPONSE:  Noted.  The  Socioeconomics  EPTR  includes  a  projection 
of  child  abuse  complaints  for  both  baseline  and  impact  cases. 

14  COMMENT:  What  are  the  projected  increases  for  demands  for  social 
services,  economic  assistance  and  job-securing  assistance  for  the 
unsuccessful  job  seekers? 

RESPONSE:  The  FEIS  notes  the  human  service  agencies  likely 
affected  by  the  unsuccessful  job  seekers  and  the  staffing  projections 
are  made  accordingly  in  FEIS  Section  4. 1.2.5. 

15  COMMENT:  What  additional  social  service  burdens  can  be  anticipated 
if  the  Small  ICBM  program  begins  but  is  then  terminated  prior  to 
completion? 

RESPONSE:  An  evaluation  study  of  such  an  impact  would  be 

conducted  at  the  appropriate  time. 

16  COMMENT:  The  FEIS  needs  to  address  the  issue  of  potential  increase 
of  emotionally  disturbed  children  as  as  result  of  the  proposed  program. 

RESPONSE:  The  number  of  full-time  special  education  students  are 
projected  in  FEIS  Section  4. 1.2.4.  This  includes  the  severely 
emotionally  disturbed  students. 

17  COMMENT:  Provide  additional  information  on  employment  including 
type,  duration,  and  wage  levels  of  expected  jobs. 

RESPONSE:  Table  4. 1.2-2  (Section  4.1.2)  presenting  construction 

employment  needs  by  job  type  has  been  added  to  the  FEIS.  Additional 
information  is  available  in  the  Socioeconomics  EPTR. 

18  COMMENT:  Could  the  Air  Force  utilize  available  local  contractors 
for  the  Small  ICBM  program? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  37,  comment  2. 

19  COMMENT:  Identify  geographic  area  from  which  jobs  are  considered 
to  be  "local." 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4. 1.2.1  has  been  amended. 

20  COMMENT:  Identify  assumptions  and  analysis  used  to  predict  job 
capture  rates  for  local  and  nonlocal  hires. 

RESPONSE:  This  information  has  been  provided  to  the  com  mentor  and 
is  available  in  the  Socioeconomics  EPTR. 
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21  COMMENT:  Identify  which  types  of  jobs  will  be  filled  by  local  and 
nonlocal  workers. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  98,  comment  20. 

22  COMMENT:  Provide  information  on  previous  Air  Force  experience 
with  other  large  construction  projects  with  areas  socioeconomically 
similar  to  north-central  Montana. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  98,  comment  20. 

23  COMMENT:  Explain  basis  for  predicting  larger  local  economic  effects 
during  construction  phase  vis  a  vis  the  operations  phase. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4. 1.2.1  has  been  amended. 

24  COMMENT:  Describe  methods  used  to  project  employment  and 
population  effects. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  98,  comment  20. 

25  COMMENT:  Identify  assumptions  used  to  predict  secondary  economic 
effects  during  construction  phase  and  how  they  differ  during 
operations  phase. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4.1. 2.1  has  been  amended. 

26  COMMENT:  Provide  additional  information  on  the  results  of  modeling 
project" 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  98,  comment  20. 

27  COMMENT:  Describe  the  difference  between  long-term  derivative 
effects  of  military  and  non-military  jobs. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  98,  comment  20. 

28  COMMENT:  Identify  differences  between  income  and  expenditure 
patterns  of  military  personnel  and  civilians. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  98,  comment  20. 

29  COMMENT:  Provide  additional  details  on  models  and  assumptions  used 
to  project  primary  and  secondary  employment  and  income  effects. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  98,  comment  20. 

30  COMMENT:  Explain  low  rate  of  inmigration  into  impact  area. 
RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4.1. 2. 2  has  been  amended. 

31  COMMENT:  Identify  assumptions  regarding  excess  capacity  in 

employment  and  service  delivery  capabilities  among  secondary 
economic  activities  in  the  impact  area. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  98,  comment  20. 

32  COMMENT:  Explain  assumptions  regarding  labor  force  participation 
rates  and  job  capture  rates  for  relatives  of  Air  Force  personnel. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  98,  comment  20. 

33  COMMENT:  Expand  on  the  general  discussion  of  income  effects  on  the 
Proposed  Action. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4. 1.2.1  has  been  amended. 


E-31 


98 


98 


98 


98 


98 


98 

98 


98 


98 


98 


34  COMMENT:  Differentiate  between  direct  and  secondary  wage  and 
salary  earnings,  and  also  explain  how  proprietor's  income  and  various 
nonlabor  income  would  be  affected  by  the  program. 

RESPONSE:  Wage  and  salary  payments  have  been  clarified  in  FEIS 
Section  4. 1.2.1.  Other  income  effects  are  covered  in  the 
Socioeconomics  EPTR. 

35  COMMENT:  Provide  comparisons  of  baseline  conditions  and  income 
characteristics  during  key  phases  of  system  development  and  system 
operation. 

RESPONSE;  FEIS  Section  4.1. 2.1  has  been  amended. 

36  COMMENT:  Identify  the  program’s  per  capita  income  effects  in  the 
impact  area. 

RESPONSE;  FEIS  Section  4. 1.2.1  has  been  amended. 

37  COMMENT:  Discuss  the  potential  for  inflationary  effects  brought  on 
by  a  reduction  in  the  availability  of  goods  and  services  during  project 
development,  identify  potential  mitigation  measures  to  be  used  if 
population  subgroups  are  adversely  affected,  and  discuss  how  inflation 
may  affect  persons  of  different  age  groups,  income  levels,  or  other 
living  conditions. 

RESPONSE:  No  significant  inflationary  effects  are  expected  in  the 
Great  Falls  area  (FEIS  Section  4. 1.2.1).  However,  some  temporary 
displacement  of  other  construction  would  probably  occur  as  resources 
are  drawn  to  the  proposed  program.  Potential  shortages  of  low-  and 
moderate-income  housing  will  be  prevented  through  the  provision  of 
military  family  housing  to  Air  Force  personnel  unable  to  obtain  housing 
in  the  local  markets. 

38  COMMENT;  What  are  estimating  equations  and  other  details  of  the 
approach  used  to  estimate  input-output  models  for  the  nine-county 
area  and  the  state  of  Montana? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  98,  comment  20. 

39  COMMENT;  What  sectors  were  used  in  the  I/O  model? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  98,  comment  20. 

40  COMMENT;  What  are  the  values  of  the  entries  in  the  transactions 
direct  requirements,  and  total  requirements  matrices  of  the  I/O 
model? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  98,  comment  20. 

41  COMMENT;  What  are  the  baseline  employment  projections  by  detailed 
sectors  for  the  I/O  model? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  98,  comment  20. 

42  COMMENT:  What  is  the  justification  of  using  a  secondary  employment 
multiplier  of  only  0.4  for  the  years  1994  and  beyond. 

RESPONSE;  Clarified  in  FEIS  Section  4.I.2.I. 

43  COMMENT:  What  is  the  basis  for  assuming  that  50  percent  of  military 
wives  will  seek  employment  in  secondary  industries. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  98,  comment  20. 
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44  COMMENT:  What  is  the  basis  for  assuming  that  nearly  all  civilian  jobs 
will  be  filled  by  local  people?  Is  local  defined  as  north-central  Montana 
or  statewide? 

RESPONSE:  Clarified  in  FEIS  Section  4. 1.2.1. 

45  COMMENT:  Provide  additional  information  on  comparisons  of 

demographic  differences  including  more  details  on  age  cohort 
distribution,  race,  sex,  educational  background,  etc. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4.1. 2. 2  has  been  amended. 

46  COMMENT:  Discuss  how  overall  demographics  will  change  in  the 
impact  area. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4.1. 2. 2  has  been  amended. 

47  COMMENT:  Discuss  in  detail  how  demographics  may  affect  lifestyles, 
social  structures,  and  community  values. 

RESPONSE:  The  program  is  not  expected  to  significantly  affect  local 
lifestyles,  social  structures,  or  community  values.  The  influx  of 
approximately  7,580  military  persons  and  their  dependents  would 
represent  about  10  percent  of  the  population  in  the  Great  Falls  area. 
While  these  people  would  differ,  in  their  demographic  characteristics, 
from  the  non-military  families  currently  residing  in  the  Great  Falls 
area  (they  are  typically  younger,  more  mobile,  and  of  different 
geographic  origin  than  Great  Falls  residents),  the  Air  Force  conducts 
community  in-briefings  to  all  new  base  personnel  which  provide 
information  to  help  in  their  assimilation  into  the  community.  The  Air 
Force  will  also  implement  a  socioeconomic  monitoring  program  to 
monitor  this  process. 

48  COMMENT:  Identify  how  well  new  military  personnel  will  be 
assimilated  into  the  local  community  and  identify  which  population 
subgroups  are  most  capable  of  coping  with  social  impacts  of  the 
program. 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  provides  information  and  assistance  to 
arriving  military  personnel  and  their  families  to  help  them  get 
acquainted  with  and  settled  in  their  new  community.  At  Malmstrom 
AFB,  this  process  has  been  very  effective  in  maintaining  a  good 
relationship  between  the  base  and  the  community.  Since  the  Small 
ICBM  program  will  not  cause  any  significant  changes  in  the  Great  Falls 
population,  potential  impacts  on  subgroups  cannot  be  meaningfully 
projected. 

49  COMMENT:  The  Montana  Department  of  Institutions  operates  the 
Montana  Center  for  the  Aged  in  Lewistown.  How  might  employee 
turnover  (switching  to  higher  paying  construction  jobs)  affect  them? 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4. 1.2.1  has  been  amended. 

50  COMMENT:  No  assumed  mitigation  measures  are  stated  for  the 
socioeconomics  section. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4. 1.1. 4  has  been  amended. 

51  COMMENT:  FEIS  should  clearly  state  the  Air  Force  housing  plan. 
RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4.1. 2.3  has  been  amended. 
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52  COMMENT:  What  specific  locally  provided  social,  public  health,  and 
educational  services  will  be  directly/indirectly  affected?  What 
services  are  provided  to  military  personnel  onbase? 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Sections  3. 1.3.5  and  4. 1.2. 5  have  been  amended. 

53  COMMENT:  What  funding  sources  are  available  to  support  the  Great 
Falls  City-County  Health  Department  and  the  Golden  Triangle  Mental 
Health  Center  and  how  do  they  differ  with  funds  to  support  other 
public  services? 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4.1. 2. 5  has  been  amended. 

54  COMMENT:  Discuss  the  degree  to  which  the  Aid  to  Families  with 
Dependent  Children  and  other  public  welfare  programs  will  be  affected 
by  underemployed  or  unemployed  inmigrants. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4. 1.2. 5  has  been  amended. 

55  COMMENT:  Discuss  possible  funding  sources  for  some  private  service 
agencies  whose  workloads  may  increase  due  to  the  program. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4. 1.2. 5  has  been  amended. 

56  COMMENT:  Information  on  state  government  finance  in  DEIS  is  out  of 
date.  New  tax  measures  need  to  be  included. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  3. 1.3.6  has  been  amended  to  include  the 
latest  finance  data  and  discussion  of  new  tax  measures. 

57  COMMENT:  The  proposed  program  will  compete  for  funding  with 
other  federal  programs.  How  will  this  potentially  affect  these 
programs? 

RESPONSE;  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

58  COMMENT:  Provide  details  on  models  and  their  assumptions  used  to 
predict  revenue  and  expenditures  for  local  governments  and  schools. 
What  are  implications  of  the  program  on  mill  levies,  per  capita  tax 
bases  and  payments  by  non-military  residents  of  Montana. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  98,  comment  20. 

59  COMMENT:  State  government  funds  a  portion  of  local  court,  social, 
and  public  health  expenditures.  How  would  these  outlays  be  influenced 
by  population  growth,  and  would  project-induced  tax  revenues  be 
sufficient  to  offset  possible  increases  in  expenditures?  How  will  this 
affect  funding  to  the  university? 

RESPONSE:  While  it  is  expected  that  outlays  for  local  court,  social, 
and  public  health  expenditures  would  increase  in  proportion  to 
population  growth,  the  program  is  also  expected  to  generate  additional 
revenue  in  the  form  of  personal  income  taxes,  property  taxes,  license 
and  motor  vehicle  fees,  as  examples.  However,  an  analysis  of  program 
impacts  on  the  individual  agencies  within  state  government  is  not 
within  the  scope  of  the  EIS. 

60  COMMENT:  The  description  of  the  status  of  the  Montana  Power  share 
of  Colstrip  4  is  not  adequate  and  should  be  supplemented  with  the 
additional  data  that  are  provided. 

RESPONSE:  The  additional  data  have  been  incorporated  into  the 
description  and  can  be  found  in  FEIS  Section  3. 2. 3. 4. 
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61  COMMENT:  The  concept  of  reserve  margin  is  not  appropriately 
applied  in  the  last  paragraph  on  DEIS  page  3-52. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  3. 2.3. 4  has  been  amended. 

62  COMMENT:  The  growth  rates  and  projected  loads  presented  in  the 
first  two  paragraphs  on  DEIS  page  3-53  are  confusing  and  do  not 
appear  to  be  consistent. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  3. 2. 3. 4  has  been  revised  incorporating 

existing  sales  with  projected  demands  to  provide  a  more  coherent 
discussion  of  the  cooperative's  future  growth. 

63  COMMENT:  In  Table  3. 2. 3-6  on  page  3-55  of  the  DEIS,  "Demand 
Charge/kWh"  should  read  "Demand  Charge/kW." 

RESPONSE:  Table  3.2.3-6  of  the  DEIS  should  have  read  "kW". 

64  COMMENT:  A  more  recent  rate  schedule  should  be  used  for  Montana 
Power  Company  in  Table  3. 2. 3-6  on  page  3-55  of  the  DEIS. 

RESPONSE:  The  reference  on  page  3-55  of  the  DEIS  should  have  read 
"1986"  instead  of  "1981"  for  Montana  Power  Company. 

65  COMMENT:  Table  4. 2. 2-1  should  reflect  the  fact  that  MPC  currently 
projects  a  1986  peak  load  (base  case  forecast)  to  be  1,567  MW. 

RESPONSE:  The  peak-load  figure  has  been  updated  to  1,567  MW. 

66  COMMENT:  The  text  on  pages  4-101  and  4-102  concerning  the 
impacts  on  the  rural  electric  cooperatives  should  be  revised  to  indicate 
the  effect  of  increased  power  purchases  to  service  the  launch  facilities 
on  all  customers  if  the  U.S.  Air  Force  does  not  pay  for  the  full  cost  of 
acquiring  the  power. 

RESPONSE:  In  an  effort  to  cooperate  with  the  rural  electric  coopera¬ 
tives,  the  U.S.  Air  Force  has  initiated  a  series  of  meetings  with  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  each  of  the  power  suppliers.  The  representatives  have 
been  asked,  at  this  early  date,  to  identify  their  construction  and  power 
costs  for  supplying  the  additional  power  to  the  launch  facilities.  The 
U.S.  Air  Force  will  arrive  at  an  equitable  solution  that  meets  the  needs 
of  all  parties. 

67  COMMENT:  The  U.S.  Air  Force  will  be  required  to  obtain  a  nonfee 
permit  from  the  Department  of  Highways  Gross  Vehicle  Weight 
Division  to  cover  the  movement  of  the  oversize,  overweight  HMLs. 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  will  continue  its  present  practice  of 
obtaining  nonfee  permits  to  cover  the  movements  of  all  oversize, 
overweight  vehicles. 

68  COMMENT:  Potential  mitigations  should  include  accelerated  federal 
funding  for  parts  of  Great  Falls  transportation  plans  that  could  help 
offset  program-related  impacts,  including  construction  of  the  south 
arterial  bypass  from  Gore  Hill  to  57th  Street  in  Great  Falls. 

RESPONSE:  The  Defense  Access  Roads  (DAR)  needs  process,  which  is 
coordinating  with  the  Military  Traffic  Management  Command,  Federal 
Highway  Administration,  Montana  Department  of  Highways,  and  local 
agencies,  will  determine  needed  road  and  bridge  improvements. 
Funding  for  these  identified  improvements  will  be  made  available 
through  the  DAR  needs  process. 
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69  COMMENT:  EIS  does  not  reference  satellite  maintenance  sites  - 
economic  and  safety  basis  for  consideration. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  45,  comment  1. 

70  COMMENT:  The  following  state  permits  and/or  regulations  related  to 
water  quality  must  be  secured:  Stream  Protection  "124,"  Natural 
Streambed  and  Land  Preservation  "310,"  Water  Pollution  Control 
"404,"  and  Short-term  Exemption  Authorization  "3A." 

RESPONSE:  Generally,  activities  undertaken  by  the  federal 

government  are  not  subject  to  state  regulation  or  control  unless  the 
Congress  specifically  invites  that  regulation  and  control.  However, 
the  Air  Force  will  cooperate  with  the  appropriate  agencies  to  meet 
their  requirements  to  the  extent  possible. 

71  COMMENT:  Montana  Pollutant  Discharge  Elimination  System  permits 
will  be  required  for  any  construction  dewatering  discharges  that  reach 
state  surface  water.  This  is  administered  by  the  Department  of  Health 
and  Environmental  Sciences,  Water  Quality  Bureau. 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  will  apply  for  MPDES/NPDES  permits  in 
accordance  with  the  Congressional  authorization  contained  in 
Section  313  of  the  Federal  Water  Pollution  Control  Act,  where 
applicable. 

72  COMMENT:  The  DEIS  is  unclear  in  the  statement  found  on  page  2-19 
that  the  4,900  acre-ft  of  water  required  during  construction  will  be 
met  by  town  and  city  supplies  in  the  area.  In  that  construction  sites 
will  presumably  be  remote  from  these  towns  and  cities,  will  this  water 
be  hauled  to  the  construction  sites?  If  water  is  to  be  obtained  onsite, 
state  water  permitting  authorizations  will  apply. 

RESPONSE:  Revisions  to  FEIS  Sections  2.9.1  and  4.9.2. 1  were  made  to 
clarify  water  resource-related  impacts  in  the  rural  parts  of  the 
deployment  area. 

73  COMMENT:  The  text  on  page  3-48  of  the  DEIS  should  be  corrected  to 
indicate  that  hazardous  wastes  can  be  stored  for  greater  than  90  days 
at  Malmstrom  AFB.  The  base  holds  a  hazardous  waste  storage  permit 
from  the  Montana  Department  of  Health  and  Environmental  Sciences, 
and  is  not  limited  to  90  days  of  storage  time. 

RESPONSE:  The  text  has  been  corrected  in  FEIS  Section  3. 2. 3. 3. 

74  COMMENT:  The  cleanup  activities  section  should  include  a  more 
complete  discussion  of  handling  and  final  disposition  of  cleanup 
materials. 

RESPONSE:  A  recovery  plan  to  cover  mishap  response,  decontamina¬ 
tion,  and  cleanup  has  been  developed  and  is  in  use  for  the  existing 
Minuteman  mission  at  Malmstrom  AFB  and  the  deployment  area.  This 
existing  recovery  plan  will  be  updated  to  include  the  Small  ICBM.  The 
cleanup  of  a  solid  propellant,  hydrazine  or  nuclear  material  will  be 
conducted  in  accordance  with  appropriate  EPA  and  state  regulations 
(FEIS  Section  5.2. 1.1). 

75  COMMENT:  The  FEIS  should  include  the  identification  and 

commitment  to  U.S.  Air  Force  implementation  of  appropriate 
measures  for  weed  control  on  disturbed  areas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  54,  comment  1. 
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76  COMMENT:  Mitigation  measures  and  soil  conservation  strategies 
should  be  implemented  to  reduce  soil  erosion  and  runoff  from  disturbed 
sites. 

RESPONSE:  Noted.  (FEIS  Appendix  D  for  details.) 

77  COMMENT:  Based  on  the  safety  analysis  in  the  DEIS,  an  explosive 
safety  zone  of  1,250  feet  appears  adequate  to  protect  people  living  or 
working  near  launch  facilities.  However,  selecting  isolated 
deployment  sites  would  provide  greater  safety. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

78  COMMENT:  Launch  facilities  near  riparian  areas  should  also  be 
avoided  to  reduce  sedimentation  during  construction  and  minimize 
possible  contamination  of  water  if  an  accident  or  spill  occurs. 

RESPONSE:  Disturbance  to  riparian  areas  will  be  reduced  to  the 
extent  possible  through  the  use  of  standard  mitigation  techniques  and 
avoidance  on  a  local  basis.  Disturbed  habitat  will  be  restored  after 
construction  through  grading,  soil  stabilization,  and  revegetation. 
These  measures  are  discussed  in  FEIS  Sections  4. 8. 1.4  and  4.8.6. 

79  COMMENT:  The  FEIS  should  include  a  commitment  to  mitigating 
measures  necessary  to  minimize  construction  disturbance  on 
productive  agricultural  land.  Selection  of  appropriate  measures  should 
involve  local  county  planners,  the  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service,  and  should  be  based  on  existing  soil  and  land  use 
classifications. 

RESPONSE:  This  mitigation  measure  has  been  included  in  FEIS 

Section  4.4. 1.4  and  Appendix  D. 

80  COMMENT:  The  assumption  that  rangeland  or  dryland  crops  are 
nonproductive  should  be  revised.  Although  total  production  may  be 
low  for  dryland  crops,  net  production  may  exceed  that  of  irrigated 
land. 

RESPONSE:  The  DEIS  does  not  make  the  assumption  that  rangeland 
and  dry-farmed  cropland  are  nonproductive.  The  LOI  for  rural  land  use 
presented  in  FEIS  Section  4.4. 1.2  has  ranked  the  various  types  of 
agricultural  land  use  with  irrigated  cropland  and  forest  ranked  above 
dry-farmed  cropland.  Rangeland  is  ranked  lower  than  dry-farmed 
cropland.  This  ranking  is  not  to  be  interpreted  that  dry-farmed 
cropland  and  rangeland  are  not  productive. 

81  COMMENT:  The  DEIS  is  unclear  regarding  impacts  on  the  93  occupied 
residences  located  in  close  proximity.  What  is  the  possible  impact  on 
any  recreation  areas  that  are  near  proposed  HML  shelters. 

RESPONSE:  The  extent  of  visual  impact  on  these  residences  would 
depend  upon  intervening  topography  for  individual  cases.  As  indicated 
in  FEIS  Section  4.6.3,  the  pre-engineered  buildings  are  generally  more 
compatible  with  the  deployment  area  visual  environment  than  the 
earth-covered  igloos.  There  are  no  known  developed  recreation  areas 
or  campgrounds  within  0.5  mile  of  any  launch  facility. 

82  COMMENT:  Are  the  earth-covered  igloos  to  be  revegetated?  If  so, 
how  long  would  it  take  to  reestablish  vegetation  and  what  plant  species 
would  be  used? 
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RESPONSE:  There  are  no  plans  to  vegetate  the  earth-covered  igloos 
or  any  other  area  within  the  launch  facility  fencelines  for  security 
reasons.  This  is  presently  the  case  with  Minuteman  launch  facilities. 

83  COMMENT:  Are  psychological  and  fear  aspects  of  nuclear  war 
generated  as  a  result  of  Small  ICBM  activities  in  the  deployment  area 
discussed? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  59,  comment  1. 

84  COMMENT:  Page  S-21:  The  DEIS  states  that  "several  small  wetlands 
onbase  may  be  eliminated,  but  these  wetlands  are  not  important 
habitats."  All  wetlands  are  important  to  nongame  species.  The  FEIS 
should  define  "important"  habitat. 

RESPONSE:  This  has  been  modified  to  read  "...Several  small  wetlands 
onbase  may  be  eliminated,  but  these  areas  do  not  support  major  local 
populations  of  wetland  species..."  As  described  in  more  detail  in  FEIS 
Sections  3. 8. 3. 3  and  4. 8.2. 3,  these  wetlands  are  of  minor  value  to 
wildlife  on  a  local  basis.  Their  loss  is  not  expected  to  substantially 
alter  local  wildlife  populations.  Mitigations  for  the  loss  of  these 
wetlands  are  discussed  in  FEIS  Sections  4.8. 1.4,  4.8.6,  and  Appendix  D. 

85  COMMENT:  Page  3-126,  Section  3.8  indicates  that  deployment  "may 
affect"  listed  species.  Therefore,  Section  7  consultation  is  required. 

RESPONSE:  Section  7  consultation  was  initiated  by  the  Air  Force  in 
February  1987  (FEIS  Section  4.8.2.5). 

86  COMMENT:  Page  3-135:  The  last  two  paragraphs  make  no  distinction 
between  various  zoological  taxa  and  legal  classification. 

RESPONSE:  Zoological  taxa  and  legal  classification  were  taken  into 
account  during  analysis. 

87  COMMENT:  Page  3-141:  The  ornate  box  turtle  does  not  occur  in 
Montana.  The  sagebrush  lizard  and  prairie  lizard  are  not  common  in 
the  area.  The  sagebrush  lizard  may  be  found  in  limited  numbers  in  the 
southeastern  portion  of  the  study  area.  Horned  toads  are  fairly 
common,  while  the  prairie  lizard  does  not  occur  in  Montana. 

RESPONSE:  Changes  have  been  noted  for  analysis  in  FEIS 

Section  4. 8. 2. 2. 

88  COMMENT:  Pages  3-149  and  151:  Habitat  description  for  Preble's 
shrew  is  reversed.  The  species  occurs  in  dry  habitats  with  moderate  to 
medium-heavy  shrub  canopy.  Density  is  low,  distribution  is  wide. 

RESPONSE:  Biological  Abstracts,  provided  by  the  Montana  National 
Heritage  Program  indicate  that  the  Preble's  shrew  occurs  in  marshes 
and  along  streams.  A  Guide  to  Montana  Mammals  (1968)  states  that 
Preble's  shrew  is  found  in  dry,  sagebrush  habitats.  Further  analysis  of 
other  data  sources  indicates  dry,  sagebrush  areas  are  the  shrew's 
primary  habitat.  These  changes  have  been  incorporated  in  the  analysis 
and  are  reflected  in  FEIS  Section  3. 8. 3. 5. 

89  COMMENT:  Page  4-199:  Threatened  and  Endangered  Species  section 
indicates  field  surveys  would  be  conducted  during  spring  and  summer 
1987  for  the  bald  eagle  and  grizzly  bear.  The  Montana  Department  of 
Fish,  Wildlife  and  Parks  has  received  no  information  on  plans,  methods 
or  results  of  these  surveys. 
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RESPONSE:  General  surveys  were  conducted  in  April  1987  at  11 
launch  facilities  that  were  believed  to  occur  in  or  near  threatened  and 
endangered  species  habitats.  Habitats  surrounding  these  launch 
facilities  were  surveyed  out  to  1,000  feet.  See  FEIS  Section  4. 8.2. 5  for 
survey  results.  The  Air  Force  is  currently  working  with  the  USFWS 
and  Montana  Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife  and  Parks  in  developing 
specific  guidelines  that  will  eliminate  or  substantially  minimize  any 
potential  impacts  on  protected  species. 

98  90  COMMENT:  Page  4-203:  The  bottom  of  the  page  lists  an  assumed 

mitigation  as  "removal  of  trees  and  raptor  nests/roosts  would  be 
minimized."  How  does  this  relate  to  the  Migratory  Bird  Treaty  Act, 
the  Bald  and  Golden  Eagle  Protection  Act,  the  Endangered  Species 
Act,  and  protective  sections  of  state  law? 

RESPONSE:  The  Migratory  Bird  Treaty  Act,  the  Bald  and  Golden 
Eagle  Protection  Act,  and  the  Endangered  Species  Act  deal  with  the 
removal  of  trees  which  are  utilized  by  raptor  species  for  nesting  and 
roosting  activities.  FEIS  Section  4.8. 1.4  has  been  modified  to  indicate 
that  impacts  on  protected  species  will  not  occur  or  mitigations  will  be 
implemented. 

98  91  COMMENT:  Page  4-204:  First  item  is  not  in  concert  with  interagency 

recommendations  for  protection  and  management  of  bald  eagles.  The 
DEIS  should  reference  the  guidelines  and  call  for  development  of  site- 
specific  management  plans  on  nesting  territories  within  the  zone  of 
influence. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4.8. 1.4  (Assumptions  and  Assumed 

Mitigations)  has  been  modified  to  more  clearly  reflect  compliance  with 
management  guidelines  given  in  the  Montana  Bald  Eagle  Management 
Plan  (1986)  and  the  Interagency  Rocky  Mountain  Front  Wildlife 
Monitoring/Evaluation  Program  (1984).  Coordination  with  the  USFWS 
and  the  MDFWP  will  continue. 

98  92  COMMENT:  A  new  active  bald  eagle  nest  has  been  located  in  the 

deployment  area.  Location  and  status  was  confirmed  by  the  MDFWP 
and  is  in  very  close  proximity  to  launch  facility  1-7,  which  is  missing 
from  Table  4. 8. 2-4.  An  exact  location  is  available  from  the  MDFWP. 
The  appropriate  mitigation  measure  is  development  of  and  adherence 
to  a  site-specific  management  plan  for  the  Cascade  territory. 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  has  entered  into  consultation  with  the  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  and  other  interested  agencies  to  develop 
guidelines  that  will  eliminate  or  significantly  reduce  any  potential 
impacts  on  the  bald  eagle  nest  located  1.5  to  2  miles  south  of  launch 
facility  1-7  and  1.5  to  2  miles  south  of  a  bridge  on  1-15.  The  USFWS  is 
coordinating  with  the  MDFWP  on  this  issue  and  has  indicated  that 
construction  activities  at  1-7  or  the  bridge  should  not  have  any  adverse 
impacts  on  nesting  activities.  Data  regarding  this  new  active  bald 
eagle  nest  have  been  incorporated  into  FEIS  Section  4. 8. 2. 5  and 
Table  4.8.2-4. 

98  93  COMMENT:  Page  C-3:  Section  7  consultation  has  been  completed. 

The  second  paragraph  calls  for  development  of  site-specific  plans  on 
certain  bald  eagle  nest  territories  to  assist  recovery  of  the  species. 
The  MDFWP  intends  to  participate  with  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  to  accomplish  these  plans  and  encourage  participation  by  the 
Air  Force. 
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RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  is  continuing  to  work  with  the  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service  and  Montana  Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife  and 
Parks  in  developing  site-specific  guidelines  for  launch  facility  1-7  and  a 
bridge  that  are  located  1.5  to  2  miles  north  of  a  newly  discovered  bald 
eagle  nest.  Coordination  with  MDFWP  has  been  started  by  the  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service.  Their  continued  interaction  is  encouraged. 

94  COMMENT:  The  rationale  for  determining  level  of  impact  for  regional 
recreation  is  questioned.  Adding  additional  use  to  existing  peak 
conditions  further  compounds  problems  at  popular  recreation  areas. 
Recreationists,  who  are  turned  away  when  an  area  becomes  crowded, 
incur  more  than  a  slight  decline  in  the  recreational  experience. 

RESPONSE:  The  level  of  impact  criteria  for  regional  recreation  has 
been  adjusted  to  reflect  this  concern  (FEIS  Section  4. 5. 1.2). 

95  COMMENT:  The  DEIS  identifies  low,  not  significant  impacts  on  Giant 
Springs  State  Park.  Giant  Springs  now  has  portions  of  the  season  when 
its  parking  lots  and  picnic  facilities  are  filled  to  capacity.  A  large 
percentage  of  the  current  use  of  the  park  is  attributable  to  personnel 
from  Malmstrom  AFB,  which  is  located  only  1  mile  from  the  park. 
Additional  use  by  an  increased  population  has  the  potential  to  affect 
this  park. 

RESPONSE:  As  a  result  of  additional  analysis,  the  level  of  impact 
rating  for  Giant  Springs  State  Park  has  been  changed  to  moderate  to 
reflect  increased  use  that  would  occur  not  only  during  peak-use 
periods,  but  also  during  some  nonpeak-use  periods  (FEIS 
Section  4.5.2. 1). 

96  COMMENT:  DEIS  page  2-18:  It  is  suggested  that  the  sentence  reading 
"Construction  is  expected  to  be  in  compliance  with  316"  should  read 
"Construction  shall  be  in  compliance  with  316." 

RESPONSE;  FEIS  Section  2.8.3  has  been  revised. 

97  COMMENT;  The  DEIS  does  not  identify  heavily  used  fishing  areas  such 
as  the  Missouri  River  Recreation  Road,  Newlan  Creek  Reservoir,  Nilan 
Reservoir,  Bean  Lake,  Lake  Frances,  and  Tiber  Reservoir. 

RESPONSE;  The  regional  recreation  discussion  has  been  changed  to 
include  some  of  these  heavily  fished  locations.  The  discussion  includes 
mention  of  only  some  of  the  most  heavily  used  areas  (FEIS 
Section  3.5.3. 1). 

98  COMMENT;  The  DEIS  incorrectly  states  that  "Hunting...  primarily 
occurs  on  National  Forest  lands..."  and  that  "Big  game  hunting 
primarily  occurs  on  National  Forests..."  A  significant  amount  of 
hunting  pressure  in  the  ROI  occurs  on  private  land.  Recently,  an 
increasing  amount  of  private  land  in  the  ROI  is  being  closed  and 
hunting  rights  leased.  Additional  hunting  pressure  in  the  ROI  caused 
by  projected  population  increases  may  increase  this  trend,  further 
increasing  hunting  pressure  on  public  lands. 

RESPONSE;  The  regional  recreation  discussion  has  been  changed  to 
reflect  this  (FEIS  Section  3. 5. 3.1). 

99  COMMENT;  The  DEIS  states  that  "Increases  in  visitation  can  result  in 
declines  in  the  perceived  quality  of  the  recreational  experience..." 
While  this  is  true,  it  will  also  reflect  in  the  success  ratio  of  hunting 
and  fishing.  A  drop  in  success  will  ultimately  be  a  measurable  item  and 
not  merely  perceived. 
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RESPONSE:  The  regional  recreation  discussion  has  been  changed  to 
reflect  this  (FEIS  Section  4.5.1. 2). 

100  COMMENT:  The  DEIS  appears  to  have  incorrectly  assumed  that 
regional  demand  and  participation  in  recreation  activities  will  increase 
at  a  rate  proportional  to  population  growth.  We  feel  that  it  is  a  valid 
assumption  that  construction  workers  and  Malmstrom  AFB  employees 
will  increase  the  proportion  of  the  younger  population  and  have  a 
greater  impact  on  the  ROI’s  recreation  resources  than  the  DEIS 
assumption  provides. 

RESPONSE:  This  assumption  has  been  removed  from  the  regional 
recreation  analysis.  Program-induced  recreation  demand  is  now 
calculated  using  participation  rates  for  various  age  cohorts  and  not 
participation  rates  for  the  overall  population  (FEIS  Section  4. 5. 1.1). 

101  COMMENT:  Section  4.5.2. 1  has  not  addressed  the  MDFWP's  recreation 
management  plan  for  the  Smith  River  and  the  potential  impact  that 
increased  recreation  use  associated  with  the  Small  ICBM  program  may 
have.  This  increased  use  may  require  further  management  restrictions 
to  be  implemented. 

RESPONSE:  The  regional  recreation  discussion  has  been  changed  to 
reflect  this  (FEIS  Section  4.5.2. 1). 

102  COMMENT:  Current  hunting  pressure  in  the  Little  Belt  Mountains  is 
resulting  in  the  need  for  the  MDFWP  to  consider  a  major  change  in  the 
hunting  program  for  this  area.  Currently,  most  hunting  districts  in  the 
Little  Belt  Mountain  are  open  for  antlered  bull  elk  hunting.  Additional 
hunting  pressure  related  to  the  Small  ICBM  program  may  cause  the 
MDFWP  to  implement  special  permit  hunting  in  this  area.  This  will 
subsequently  cause  greater  hunting  pressure  in  other  hunting  districts 
farther  to  the  west. 

RESPONSE:  The  regional  recreation  discussion  has  been  changed  to 
reflect  this  (FEIS  Section  4.5.2. 1). 

103  COMMENT:  The  DEIS  does  not  address  the  importance  of  the  Missouri 
River  Recreation  Road  to  area  fishing  opportunities.  The  Missouri 
River  Recreation  Road  from  Holter  Reservoir  to  Cascade  receives 
73,000  angler  days  of  use  per  year,  and  provides  access  to  the  most 
heavily  fished  reach  of  river  per  year  in  Montana.  There  are 
increasing  incidents  of  conflicts  among  floaters,  shore  fishermen,  and 
boaters  along  this  stretch  of  the  Missouri  River.  Additional  fishing 
pressure  can  be  expected  to  compound  these  problems. 

RESPONSE:  The  regional  recreation  discussion  has  been  changed  to 
reflect  this  (FEIS  Section  4.5.2. 1). 

104  COMMENT:  The  U.S.  Air  Force  is  requested  to  submit  copies  of  any 
pertinent  field  evaluations  conducted  on  state-owned  lands  regarding 
cultural  resources,  threatened  and  endangered  species,  and  other 
resource  information  to  the  Helena  Office  of  the  Montana  Department 
of  State  Lands  for  inclusion  in  the  agency’s  resource  files.  If  cultural 
resources  are  found  on  state-owned  lands,  the  Department  of  State 
Lands  should  be  contacted  immediately  to  initiate  mitigation  planning 
procedures. 

RESPONSE:  No  surveys  have  been  conducted  on  state-owned  lands  so 
far.  If  state  lands  are  Involved,  copies  of  evaluation  reports  will  be 
provided.  If  cultural  resources  are  found,  the  Department  of  State 
Lands  will  be  immediately  notified. 
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105  COMMENT:  Concerned  that  there  are  inadequacies  in  the  current 
resource  data  bases  for  management  use  as  well  as  limitations  of  the 
background  research,  data  synthesis,  and  organization. 

RESPONSE:  Available  literature  suggested  by  local  professionals  was 
considered  in  the  preparation  of  the  EIS.  Additionally,  a  review  copy 
of  the  cultural  resources  bibliography  was  provided  to  the  SHPO  in 
January  1987;  no  further  sugpgestions  resulted  from  that  review. 

106  COMMENT:  The  collective  summary  of  site  impacts  on  Figures  S7  and 
2.0-3  should  not  portray  effects  to  prehistoric  resources  as  beneficial. 

RESPONSE:  Although  some  aspects  of  the  program  are  beneficial  to 
prehistoric  resources,  it  is  not  argued  that  overall  effects  are 
beneficial.  Significant  adverse  impacts  are  clearly  shown,  along  with 
the  beneficial  effects,  in  Figure  SIO  as  solid  black  dots  as  well  as  in 
the  text. 

107  COMMENT;  There  is  a  need  for  more  contexual  information  with 
which  to  evaluate  historic  and  Native  American  resources. 

RESPONSE:  Contextual  information  is  discussed  more  fully  in  the 
Cultural  Resources  EPTR. 

108  COMMENT:  Anticipated  impacts  on  contemporary  Native  American 
religious  and  cultural  sites  are  based  on  the  results  of  solicited 
responses  from  local  tribes  and  arbitrarily  derived  buffer  zones 
surrounding  identified  areas  of  sensitivity. 

RESPONSE;  The  buffers  around  Native  American  resources  are  not 
arbitrary;  they  represent  bonafide  concerns  elicited  during  discussions 
with  ethnographers  and  recognized  Native  American  religious  special¬ 
ists.  Field  surveys  of  individual  launch  facilities  conducted  after  the 
publication  of  the  DEIS  were  accomplished  in  the  presence  of  a 
qualified  Native  American  representative. 

109  COMMENT:  The  DEIS  does  not  address  visual  impacts  which  may 
occur  to  (historic)  sites  which  retain  a  high  degree  of  integrity  of 
setting. 

RESPONSE:  A  consideration  of  visual  impacts  has  been  added  to  the 
FEIS  Sections  4.7. 1.2  and  4. 7.2. 2.  Significant  impacts  are  not 
anticipated  because  few  resources  have  been  identified  in  close 
proximity  to  affected  areas. 

110  COMMENT:  Since  all  significant  sites  within  the  area  of  program 
effects  have  yet  to  be  identified,  contexts  which  function  as  the  basis 
for  establishing  site  values  and  reflect  the  National  Register  of 
Historic  Places  ’’Criteria  of  Evaluation"  are  warranted.  This  would 
provide  the  foundation  for  determining  how  to  go  about  locating 
significant  sites. 

RESPONSE:  Contextual  information  is  discussed  more  fully  in  the 
Cultural  Resources  EPTR.  Procedures  for  the  identification  and 
evaluation  of  resources,  as  well  as  references  to  appropriate 
regulations  and  standards,  are  included  in  the  Cultural  Resources 
Management  Plan,  as  called  for  in  the  revised  Programmatic 
Agreement  (FEIS  Appendix  B.2). 

111  COMMENT:  Chapter  4.0  of  the  DEIS  relies  on  CEQ  regulations  for 
consistency  in  formatting  and  for  estimating  anticipated  levels  and 
significance  of  impacts.  For  Cultural  Resources  management  planning 
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efforts,  this  approach  is  largely  uninformative  and  irrelevant. 
Chapter  4.0  would  be  better  served  by  focusing  on  contextual  informa¬ 
tion  and  National  Register  criteria. 

RESPONSE:  Noted.  Contextual  information  is  discussed  more  fully  in 
the  Cultural  Resources  EPTR. 

112  COMMENT:  Potential  mitigation  measures  identified  in  Chapter  4.0 
(Section  4.7.6)  are  at  best  a  mixed  bag  of  actions,  some  of  which  do 
not  constitute  mitigation,  and  overall  do  not  convey  a  systematic  and 
in-depth  consideration  of  how  to  reduce  the  impacts  likely  to  occur. 
The  Cultural  Resources  Management  Plan  mentioned  in  this  section 
and  the  Draft  Programmatic  Agreement  (Appendix  B.2)  warrant  more 
discussion  since  these  would  appear  to  be  the  critical  management 
documents  for  pulling  together  background  research,  site  evaluations, 
and  mitigation  efforts. 

RESPONSE;  Mitigation  measures  are  more  fully  addressed  in  revised 
FEIS  Section  4.7.6,  Appendix  D,  and  the  Cultural  Resources  Manage¬ 
ment  Plan  (CRMP)  called  for  in  the  revised  Programmatic  Agreement 
(Appendix  B.2).  The  purpose  and  scope  of  the  CRMP  are  elaborated  in 
FEIS  Section  4.7.6. 

113  COMMENT:  Section  6.0  on  "Authorizing  Actions"  addresses  only 
federal  actions.  The  FEIS  must  contain  a  complete  identification  of 
required  state  and  local  permits  and  authorizations. 

RESPONSE:  It  should  be  noted  that  the  Authorizing  Actions  section 
does  detail  those  state  and  local  requirements  made  applicable  to 
federal  projects  by  virtue  of  Congressional  authorizations  contained  in 
various  federal  statutes,  such  as  the  Clean  Water  Act,  Clean  Air  Act, 
etc. 

1  COMMENT;  Page  3-189,  Section  3.11.3.3,  paragraph  1,  line  15  should 
read  "The  City  of  Great  Falls  has  submitted  a  plan  to  the  EPA  for 
attainment  of  standard"  not  "redesignation." 

RESPONSE:  Change  incorporated  in  FEIS  Section  3.11.3.3. 

2  COMMENT;  Page  3-189,  Section  3.11.3.3,  paragraph  1,  line  17:  1989 
would  be  the  earliest  redesignation  could  be  expected. 

RESPONSE;  Change  incorporated  in  FEIS  Section  3.11.3.3. 

3  COMMENT:  Pages  3-191  and  192,  Section  3.11.3.3,  paragraph  3,  and 
Table  2.11.3-2:  the  table  and  paragraph  should  state  what  year  or 
years  these  data  represent.  There  have  been  higher  CO  8-hour 
averages. 

RESPONSE;  The  table  in  question  is  3.11.3-2,  not  Table  2.11.3-2  as 
mentioned  in  the  comment.  Table  and  text  were  changed  to  reflect 
the  suggested  comment.  By  adding  1986  data,  the  CO  8-hour  average 
exceeded  the  NAAQS.  The  new  table  is  3.11.3-1,  FEIS 
Section  3.11.3.3. 

4  COMMENT;  Section  3.11.3.3,  paragraph  5,  last  sentence:  EPA  is 
uncertain  that  "...no  state  or  federal  ambient  air  standards  will  be 
violated"  -  with  or  without  this  program. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  3.11.3.3  has  been  revised  in  response  to  this 
comment. 
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COMMENT:  PMjg  standards  replaced  TSP  primary  and  secondary 
standards  on  7/31/87.  Analysis  should  address  the  latest  standards. 

RESPONSE:  PM^g  standards  and  PMjq  monitoring  data  were  included 
in  FEIS  Table  3.11.3.1.  TSP  discussion  and  monitoring  data  were 
retained  in  the  text  at  the  suggestion  of  EPA  Region  VIII,  Montana 
Office.  PMjg  analysis  is  addressed  in  FEIS  Section  4.11.2.  TSP  LOI 
definitions  were  changed  to  reflect  PM^q  (FEIS  Section  4.11.1.2). 

COMMENT:  CO  monitor  on  10th  Avenue  South  will  be  relocated 
closer  to  the  street  this  fall  per  EPA  siting  criteria.  This  could  result 
in  higher  readings  despite  automobile  replacement.  CO  discussions  in 
Sections  3  and  4  assume  attainment.  EPA  is  uncertain  about  this 
conclusion. 

RESPONSE:  Relocating  the  state's  CO  monitor  on  10th  Avenue  South 
closer  to  the  street  may  result  in  higher  CO  concentrations  during 
peak  traffic  periods.  The  relocation  of  the  monitor  is  not  expected  to 
result  in  increased  violations  of  the  CO  NAAQS  from  this  program 
since  the  violations  have  historically  occurred  during  periods  of  lowest 
traffic  and  appear  to  be  primarily  the  result  of  atmospheric  conditions 
and  CO  emitted  from  sources  other  than  vehicular  exhaust.  The  other 
sources  include  wood-burning  stoves  for  space  heating.  Details  are 
described  in  FEIS  Section  3.11.3.3. 

COMMENT:  Define  routine  maintenance  relative  to  potential  impacts. 

RESPONSE;  The  term  "routine  maintenance"  was  used  for  mainte¬ 
nance  which  would  be  scheduled  at  Malmstrom  AFB  approximately 
once  a  year.  It  has  been  changed  to  "major  maintenance"  since  some 
maintenance  would  occur  at  the  launch  facilities  also. 

COMMENT:  Chapter  2.0  oversimplifies  impacts  and  does  not  provide 
site-specific  impacts,  factual  criteria  and  ratings,  definitions  of 
magnitude  and  significance  of  impacts,  and  data  sources. 

RESPONSE:  Chapter  2.0  has  been  revised  in  the  FEIS  to  reflect  the 
identification  of  proposed  sets  of  launch  facilities  for  the  Proposed 
Action  and  alternatives.  Extreme  site-level  impacts,  as  well  as  the 
range  of  impacts  expected  for  each  alternative,  are  discussed  in  this 
section.  Further  details  on  site-specific  impacts,  factual  criteria  and 
ratings,  definitions  of  magnitude  and  significance  of  impacts,  and  data 
sources  are  provided  in  FEIS  Chapter  4.0. 

COMMENT:  DEIS  page  3-171,  Section  3.10.2.1,  paragraph  4:  The  use 
of  an  arbitrary  area  within  1,000  feet  of  the  T/E  route  system  or 
expansion  areas  of  the  launch  facilities  for  the  ROI  for  soil  erosion 
ignores  the  factors  of  slope  or  terrain  which  would  be  locally 
significant. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  3.10.2.1  describes  the  Region  of  Influence 
for  which  baseline  conditions  were  characterized.  For  Soil  Erosion, 
program  impacts  are  expected  to  occur  within  1,000  feet  of  the  T/E 
route,  consequently,  the  erosional  characteristics  (e.g.,  inherent 
erodibility,  general  land  slope,  probable  maximum  length  of  slope)  of 
soils  within  that  1,000-foot  area  were  compiled  and  used  in  the  impact 
analyses  presented  in  FEIS  Section  4.10.2.3.  Terrain  conditions  such  as 
slope  and  length  of  slope  were  used  in  the  impact  analyses.  Further 
site-specific  terrain  data  will  be  used  in  the  development  of  erosion 
control  plans  for  all  construction  sites.  These  plans  will  present  the 
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specific  erosion  control  actions  needed  at  a  construction  site  based  on 
the  local  terrain  conditions,  soil  type,  and  the  nature  of  the 
construction  activity  (FEIS  Section  4.10.2.3  and  Appendix  D). 

10  COMMENT:  Page  3-174,  Section  3.10.2.4:  What  are  the  effects  on 
vegetation? 

RESPONSE:  Effects  on  vegetation  are  discussed  in  FEIS 

Section  4.8.2. 1. 

11  COMMENT:  Page  3-171,  Section  3.10.2.1,  paragraph  4:  The 

relationship  of  erodible  soils  and  terrain  characteristics  to  sensitive 
aquatic  environments  should  be  addressed  in  this  section. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  3.10.2.1  describes  the  general  analysis 

methodology  used  in  compiling  soil  erosion  baseline  data.  Program 
impacts  for  soil  erosion  are  discussed  in  FEIS  Section  4.10.2.3  and  for 
aquatic  habitats  in  FEIS  Section  4.8. 2. 3. 

12  COMMENT:  Page  4-1,  Section  4.0,  paragraph  3:  In  addition  to 
construction  impacts,  site  impacts  also  include  operations  impacts 
from  road  and  facility  use  such  as  crew  changes,  maintenance,  and 
supply  traffic. 

RESPONSE:  Text  in  FEIS  Section  4.0  has  been  revised  in  response  to 
this  comment. 

13  COMMENT:  Assumptions  used  in  determining  the  fuel  use  associated 
with  the  operations  aspects  of  the  program  are  lacking. 

RESPONSE;  Fuel  consumption  associated  with  the  operations  aspects 
of  the  program  are  found  in  FEIS  Table  1.5. 2-2.  Assumptions  used  in 
the  calculations  have  been  included  in  FEIS  Section  4. 2. 1.4. 

14  COMMENT:  Do  the  impacts  assessed  in  Chapter  4.0  include  the 
anticipated  base  increases  expressed  in  Chapter  3.0? 

RESPONSE;  The  impacts  in  FEIS  Chapter  4.0  do  include  the 
anticipated  base  increases  (KC-135R  Air  Refueling  Wing)  expressed  in 
FEIS  Chapter  3.0. 

15  COMMENT:  A  discussion  of  the  water,  wastewater,  and  waste  (solid 
and  hazardous)  impacts  and  mitigations  for  the  launch  control 
facilities  and  launch  facilities  should  be  included  in  the  appropriate 
sections  of  the  Utilities  resource. 

RESPONSE;  As  noted  in  FEIS  Table  1.3. 2-1,  potable  water  and 
wastewater  will  be  removed  from  the  launch  facilities  under  contract 
with  commercial  haulers.  At  this  time,  it  is  not  possible  to  identify 
the  source  of  potable  water  supplies  or  the  wastewater  treatment 
facilities  that  will  receive  the  sewage.  It  is  anticipated  that  these 
contracts  will  contain  clauses  that  specify  standards  of  service.  Solid 
and  hazardous  wastes  will  be  returned  to  Malmstrom  AFB  for  proper 
disposal  and  have  been  incorporated  into  the  onbase  analysis.  No 
changes  are  programmed  at  the  launch  control  facilities. 

16  COMMENT;  The  DEIS  notes  that  the  projected  maximum  day  use  in 
the  City  of  Conrad  could  exceed  the  treatment  capacity  of  the 
existing  sewage  lagoons  and  lead  to  a  violation  of  the  city’s 
wastewater  discharge  permit. 
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RESPONSE:  After  reviewing  additional  wastewater  flow  data,  per 
capita  values  and  peaking  factors  have  been  revised.  In  1993,  average 
day  use  will  equal  60  percent  of  capacity  while  maximum  day  use  will 
equal  75  percent  of  capacity  (FEIS  Section  4.2. 2. 2). 

17  COMMENT:  Are  fuels  currently  stored  at  the  launch  facilities  and  will 
storage  capacity  be  altered?  Has  a  plan  been  prepared  to  address 
transport  of  fuel  and  waste  products? 

RESPONSE:  Launch  facilities  at  Malmstrom  AFB  have  a  storage 
capacity  that  ranges  from  about  1,800  to  11,100  gallons.  The  use  of 
these  storage  tanks  is  currently  under  consideration.  The  base's  Spill 
Prevention  and  Response  Plan  outlines  procedures  to  be  instituted  in 
case  of  a  spill  at  a  launch  facility.  The  plan  will  be  updated  in 
response  to  the  transport  and  handling  of  fuel  and  wastes  associated 
with  the  Small  ICBM  program  (FEIS  Sections  3. 2. 3. 3  and  4.2. 1.4). 

18  COMMENT:  FEIS  Section  4.2.3. 1  as  well  as  other  Utility  sections 
discussing  Alternative  3,  should  identify  the  impacts  of  the  200  launch 
facilities  chosen. 

RESPONSE:  As  noted  in  the  text,  the  impacts  associated  with 

Alternative  3  are  virtually  identical  to  those  identified  for  the 
Proposed  Action.  The  utility  system  impacts  associated  with  the  use 
of  all  200  launch  facilities  have  been  identified  for  the  relevant 
utilities  such  as  electricity  and  fuel. 

19  COMMENT:  Is  there  a  contingency  plan  to  provide  for  emergency 
vehicles  to  bypass  HML  convoys  on  congested  secondary  highways  or 
T/E  routes? 

RESPONSE:  Yes,  there  will  be  a  contingency  plan  to  provide  access 
for  emergency  vehicles  to  bypass  HML  transporter  convoys.  A  Federal 
Marshall  will  direct  traffic  and  accommodate  emergency  vehicles 
throughout  the  movement  of  the  HML  transporter  convoys  on  T/E 
routes  (FEIS  Section  4.3.2. 1). 

20  COMMENT:  Were  requirements  for  additional  road  maintenance  due 
to  increased  use  of  heavy  vehicles  included  in  these  evaluations? 

RESPONSE:  Preliminary  evaluation  indicates  that  a  need  for  more 
maintenance  work  would  be  required.  The  final  determination  would 
be  made  as  the  result  of  the  Defense  Access  Road  needs  program. 

21  COMMENT:  In  addition  to  the  additive  impact  of  the  Peacekeeper  in 
Rail  Garrison,  cumulative  impacts  to  T/E  routes  which  service  more 
than  one  HML  and  variation  in  the  range  of  local  impacts  were  not 
addressed. 

RESPONSE:  The  DEIS  addressed  impacts  at  multiple  sites.  No 
additive  impacts  from  disturbances  were  identified.  The  text  of  FEIS 
Chapter  4.0  (Sections  4.8.1,  4.8.2,  and  4.8.3)  has  been  revised  to 
emphasize  this  analysis  of  "cumulative"  additive  impacts  of  multiple 
sites. 

22  COMMENT:  Define  "meaningful  adverse  consequences." 

RESPONSE:  The  use  of  "meaningful  adverse  consequences"  was 

intended  to  refer  to  changes  that  would  alter  population  levels  or 
habitat  carrying  capacity.  For  clarification,  these  words  were 
replaced  by  ".  .  .  noticeable,  but  no  consequences  are  expected  that 
would  alter  the  overall  condition  of  populations  and  habitats  and  the 
integrity  of  ecological  systems”  (FEIS  Seciton  4.8. 1.2). 
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23  COMMENT:  Page  4-203,  Section  4.2.1.4:  Wetland  areas  destroyed  or 
significantly  affected  by  construction  should  be  replaced  or 
remediated  under  an  approved  program. 

REIL  'ONSE:  Wetland  loss  is  expected  to  be  minor.  FEIS  Section  4.8. 1.4 
has  been  modified  to  address  the  loss  of  wetland  habitats  and  their 
replacement  (also  see  FEIS  Appendix  D). 

24  COMMENT:  A  comprehensive  plan  should  be  developed  which 
specifically  states  the  measures  which  will  be  implemented  to  monitor 
and  mitigate  noise  during  the  operations  phase  as  well  as  construction. 

RESPONSE:  The  operation  as  well  as  construction  noise  impacts  from 
the  program  will  not  be  significant.  This  was  demonstrated  in  FEIS 
Section  4.12.2  using  various  modeling  techniques.  As  such,  no 
monitoring  plan  or  mitigation  is  suggested  for  the  program. 

25  COMMENT:  A  comprehensive  plan  should  be  developed  which 

specifically  states  the  measures  which  will  be  implemented  to  monitor 
and  mitigate  sediment  runoff  into  waterbodies  during  the  operations 
phase  as  well  as  construction. 

RESPONSE:  Mitigation  and  monitoring  plans  are  addressed  in  FEIS 
Sections  4.8. 1.4,  4.8.6,  and  Appendix  D. 

26  COMMENT:  A  comprehensive  plan  should  be  developed  which 

specifically  states  the  measures  which  will  be  implemented  to  monitor 
and  mitigate  dust  during  the  operations  phase  as  well  as  construction. 

RESPONSE:  The  operation  as  well  as  construction-related  dust 
impacts  from  the  program  will  not  be  significant  or  violate  any 
standards.  This  was  demonstrated  in  FEIS  Section  4.11.2  using  various 
modeling  techniques  recommended  by  EPA.  As  such,  no  monitoring 
plan  is  suggested  for  the  program.  Standard  dust-suppression 
measures,  such  as  watering  will  be  used  by  the  construction 
contractors  during  land  clearance  activities. 

27  COMMENT:  The  soil  stabilization  program  should  be  specified  or 
referenced  and  should  include  the  specific  techniques  under 
consideration. 

RESPONSE:  Road  and  bridge  upgrading  along  T/E  routes  will  be 
conducted  by  the  appropriate  state  and/or  county  agencies  or  their 
designated  contractors.  These  agencies  will  develop  revegetation  and 
soil  stabilization  plans  for  reclamation  of  these  disturbed  sites.  The 
Air  Force  will  be  responsible  for  the  development,  implementation, 
and  monitoring  of  reclamation  programs  in  accordance  with  COE 
practices  for  environmental  protection  for  disturbed  areas  at  access 
roads,  launch  facilities,  and  the  HML  vehicle  operations  training  area 
onbase.  These  plans  will  provide  for  soil  erosion  control  and 
revegetation.  Specific  methods  of  reclamation  (e.g.,  mixtures, 
methods  of  application,  fertilization,  mulching,  and  monitoring)  will  be 
specified  when  the  plans  are  developed  (FEIS  Section  4.8. 1.4). 

28  COMMENT:  Where  removal  of  trees  or  raptor  nests  is  unavoidable, 
suitable  replacements  might  be  provided  at  the  nearest  appropriate 
location  to  the  original  site. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4.8. 1.4  has  been  modified  in  response  to  this 
comment. 
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29  COMMENT:  Variation  in  the  traffic  loads  and  resulting  noise  on  T/E 
routes  that  serve  multiple  facilities  has  not  been  addressed. 

RESPONSE:  Variation  in  traffic  loads  and  resulting  noise  on  T/E 
routes  that  serve  multiple  facilities  have  been  addressed  in  FEIS 
Section  4.12.2.  The  potential  for  noise  impacts  from  traffic  increases 
is  considered  negligible. 

30  COMMENT:  Variation  in  the  traffic  loads  and  resulting  dust  on  T/E 
routes  that  serve  multiple  facilities  has  not  been  addressed. 

RESPONSE:  Fugitive  dust  emissions  from  vehicular  activity  during  the 
operations  phase  in  the  deployment  area  have  been  assessed.  Dust 
emissions  have  been  calculated  for  vehicle  travel  on  concrete,  asphalt, 
gravel,  and  dirt  roads  in  support  of  the  operations  phase.  The  results 
of  the  analysis  have  been  discussed  in  FEIS  Section  4.11.2. 

31  COMMENT:  Page  4-206,  sentence  2:  "Disturbance  to  vegetation  in 
the  deployment  area  during  the  operations  phase  is  expected  to  be 
minimal."  Will  this  be  monitored  in  some  fashion  to  document  this 
statement? 

RESPONSE:  No  off-road  activities  will  occur  in  the  deployment  area 
during  the  operations  phase  of  the  program.  Therefore,  there  will  be 
no  disturbance  of  vegetation  in  the  deployment  area  during  operations 
(the  text  has  been  revised  in  FEIS  Section  4.8.2. 1  to  clarify  this 
point).  There  is  no  need  to  monitor  for  impacts  that  will  not  occur.  A 
monitoring  program  will  be  developed  to  determine  the  effectiveness 
of  vegetation  reclamation  and  noxious  weed  control  programs. 

32  COMMENT:  Page  4-206,  paragraph  3:  How  will  disturbances  of 
forested  or  riparian  areas  be  minimized?  Cumulative  effects  to  the 
local  ecosystem  from  multiple  launch  sites  in  the  same  area  should  be 
addressed.  The  environmental  criteria,  including  minimizing  impacts 
on  local  ecosystems,  should  be  considered  during  identification  of 
actual  launch  sites  under  all  alternatives  except  Alternative  3.  The 
additional  traffic  and  operations  disturbances  which  would  result  from 
multiple  HML  sites  within  the  same  zoned  area  of  influence  should  be 
addressed.  Specific  revegetation  plans  should  be  developed  which 
include  an  estimate  for  the  recovery  time  frame  for  the  various 
categories  of  vegetation  which  may  be  disturbed. 

RESPONSE:  Disturbances  of  forested  or  riparian  areas  will  be 

minimized  through  judicious  siting  of  facilities  and  reclamation  of 
disturbed  sites.  Specific  reclamation  plans  will  be  developed  as 
addressed  in  document  54,  comment  1.  Although  no  additive  effects 
from  disturbances  at  multiple  sites  were  identified,  the  launch  facility 
identification  process  did  account  for  environmental  sensitivity  and  all 
probable  impacts.  These  concerns  and  potential  impacts  from  traffic 
and  operations  are  discussed  in  greater  detail  in  FEIS  Section  4.8. 

33  COMMENT:  The  trend  in  this  EIS  to  "average”  the  impacts  over  the 
entire  Region  of  Influence  for  each  alternative  tends  to  mask  the 
significance  of  impacts  to  local  environments.  It  is  obvious  that 
numerous  specific  factors  were  utilized  to  reach  these  general 
conclusions.  This  fact,  coupled  with  the  efficient  use  of  the 
Geographic  Information  System  (GIS),  should  produce  a  range  of 
specific  rating  factors  which  would  be  displayed  to  accurately 
represent  the  variation  on  "local”  impact  under  each  alternative.  A 
matrix  system  could  be  developed  to  help  assess  the  impacts  at 
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individual  sites  and  the  additive  effects  of  various  combinations  of 
sites  when  related  to  sensitive  environmental  features  in  a  specific 
area.  This  approach  could  provide  a  more  realistic  basis  for  evaluating 
the  relative  impacts  from  various  launch  site  configurations  under  all 
alternatives. 

RESPONSE:  Descriptions  of  biological  resources  at  each  launch 

facility  are  presented  in  FEIS  Appendix  A.  Site-specific  impacts  to 
biological  resources  at  launch  facilities  are  presented  in  FEIS 
Table  4.0-1.  Site-specific  impacts  along  T/E  routes  are  summarized  on 
a  county  basis  in  FEIS  Table  2.0-3.  These  specific  impacts  are 
discussed  in  FEIS  Section  4.8.2.  The  rating  of  overall  impacts  in  FEIS 
Section  4.8.2  is  not  an  attempt  to  average  impacts,  rather  it  addresses 
the  potential  multiple  effects  that  would  occur  from  this  program. 
References  to  the  deployment  areas  or  the  greater  Region  of  Influence 
describe  the  context  of  these  impacts.  Impacts  on  biological  resources 
at  launch  facilities  would  be  small,  isolated,  and  dispersed  over  time. 
Therefore,  local  variation  of  impacts  because  of  effects  from  multiple 
sites  would  not  occur  and  were  not  dealt  with  using  a  GIS. 

99  34  COMMENT:  Page  4-223,  Section  4.8.6,  paragraph  1:  This  paragraph 

suggests  that  the  mitigation  of  impacts  on  biological  resources  from 
this  program  may  be  the  responsibility  of  "other"  agencies.  Sentence  4 
which  states  that  "the  Air  Force  would  encourage  implementation  of 
these  measures  through  environmental  awareness  and  other  programs" 
is  misleading.  It  suggests  that  actual  mitigating  measures  would  not 
be  undertaken  by  the  Air  Force.  The  roles  and  responsibilities  of  the 
Air  Force,  as  well  as  the  other  agencies,  should  be  more  clearly  stated. 

RESPONSE:  The  role  of  the  Air  Force  and  other  agencies  has  been 
clarified  in  FEIS  Sections  4.8. 1.4  and  4.8.6.  Further  details  are 
provided  in  FEIS  Appendix  D. 

99  35  COMMENT:  Page  4-224,  Section  4.8.7:  The  ability  of  biological 

communities  to  recover  to  a  "state  approximating  pre-disturbance 
conditions  once  the  disturbance  ends"  is  dependent  to  a  large  degree  on 
the  extent  of  the  "disturbance"  and  the  quality  of  the  commitment  to  a 
mitigation  program  during  the  life  of  the  operation.  This  discussion 
should  reflect  that  fact. 

RESPONSE:  The  extent  of  disturbance  to  biological  communities  was 
considered  when  potential  impacts  and  recovery  potentials  were 
evaluated  and  are  discussed  in  FEIS  Sections  4.8.2  and  4.8.3.  The  level 
of  potential  impact  and  existing  conditions  are  summarized  in 
Section  4.8.7.  Sections  4.8. 1.4  and  4.8.2  have  been  revised  in  the  FEIS. 
FEIS  Appendix  D  has  been  added  to  further  clarify  the  mitigations 
program. 

99  36  COMMENT:  Page  4-255,  Section  4.9:  It  is  unclear  how  the  water  use 

rates  for  construction  discussed  in  this  section  relate  to  the  discussion 
in  Section  4.2  on  potable  water  treatment  and  distribution.  Are  the 
rates  discussed  here  in  addition  to  those  covered  in  the  previous 
section  or  is  this  section  redundant  to  some  extent?  Comparison  of 
water  use  rate  change  for  the  overall  program  would  be  clearer  if  the 
discussion  was  limited  to  one  selection  and  the  same  units  were 
consistently  applied. 

RESPONSE:  The  discussion  of  water  use  in  FEIS  Section  4.9  (Water 
Resources)  covers  all  water  use  within  the  Region  of  Influence, 
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including  that  of  the  municipal  water  supply  utilities  discussed  in 
Section  4.2  (Utilities).  To  the  extent  that  the  water  use  and 
wastewater  discharges  of  the  individual  towns  are  discussed  in  FEIS 
Section  4.9,  the  numbers  are  equivalent  to  those  cited  in  Section  4.2. 
The  discussion  in  FEIS  Section  4.2  covers  the  program  impacts  on 
individual  utility  systems.  The  units  used  in  that  section,  such  as  gpm 
and  MGD,  are  appropriate  in  discussing  instantaneous  flows  and  the 
capability  of  the  water  and  wastewater  utilities  to  handle  the 
additional  demands  of  the  program.  The  discussion  in  FEIS  Section  4.9 
deals  in  part  with  total  water  use  and  wastewater  impacts  at  a  local 
and  regional  level.  The  units  used  (acre-ft  and  acre-ft/yr)  are 
conventional  to  this  type  of  discussion. 

99  37  COMMENT:  Page  4-225,  Section  4.9:  The  effects  on  the  total  water 

resource  from  drawdown  of  local  surface  water  or  groundwater 
resources  are  appropriate  to  discuss  in  conjunction  with  water  quality 
issues. 

RESPONSE:  The  amount  of  water  diverted  to  support  program  needs 
is  a  relatively  minor  fraction  of  the  available  water  resource  base  in 
all  cases.  The  overall  water  quality  effects  of  these  withdrawals  are 
also  expected  to  be  low  and  not  significant  (FEIS  Sections  4. 9.2. 2 
and  4. 9. 2. 3). 

99  38  COMMENT:  Page  4-226,  paragraph  2:  The  use  of  the  current  State 

Stream  Classification  system  as  a  guideline  to  identify  sensitivity  of  a 
particular  stream  to  water  quality  degradation  is  useful.  However, 
revision  of  the  State  Classification  for  some  streams  in  Montana  is 
currently  planned.  It  is  not  apparent  from  the  text  if  the  State  Water 
Quality  Bureau  was  consulted  regarding  this  possible  reclassification  of 
any  stream  within  the  program  area. 

RESPONSE:  The  Montana  Water  Quality  Bureau  is  conducting  its 
triannual  review  of  the  current  water  quality  classification  of  all 
streams  in  the  state  (FEIS  Section  3.9.3. 1).  The  process  will  not  be 
completed  until  early  1988,  well  after  the  issuance  of  this  FEIS.  Since 
no  official  decisions  regarding  reclassification  have  been  made,  it  was 
felt  to  be  most  prudent  to  conduct  the  analysis  using  the  current  state 
classifications. 

99  39  COMMENT:  What  data  were  used  to  analyze  the  major  groundwater 

sources? 

RESPONSE:  Several  general  sources  of  groundwater  data  for  the  ROI 
are  now  mentioned  and  may  be  found  in  FEIS  Section  4.9.1. 1. 

99  40  COMMENT:  Define  "to  the  extent  reasonable  and  practicable."  Best 

Management  Practices  should  be  designed  and  implemented  to  meet  all 
applicable  federal,  state,  and  local  standards.  The  wording  here 
implies  that  depending  on  the  interpretation  of  "reasonable  and 
practicable,"  these  standards  might  not  be  met.  We  would  not 
necessarily  agree  with  that  position  and  suggest  that  the  statement  be 
reworded  to  reflect  a  commitment  to  full  compliance  with  all  federal, 
state,  and  local  standards. 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  will  adhere  to  all  federal  legislation  and 
executive  orders  requiring  compliance  with  state,  county,  and  local 
regulations.  In  addition,  the  Air  Force  will  cooperate  with  the 
agencies  and  will  implement  applicable  construction  standards  and 
environmental  restrictions. 


E-50 


99 


99 


99 


99 


99 


41  COMMENT;  Section  4.2  indicated  that  maximum  day  use  levels  could 
exceed  the  treatment  capacity  and  cause  a  reduction  in  the  90-day 
retention  period.  The  statement  made  on  page  4-236,  paragraph  1 
should  be  reevaluated  in  light  of  this  possibility. 

RESPONSE:  The  statement  in  FEIS  Section  4. 9. 2. 2  to  the  effect  that 
Conrad  has  adequate  capacity  to  treat  program-induced  wastewater 
effluent  and  would  meet  discharge  standards  is  correct.  FEIS 
Section  4. 2. 2. 2  in  the  Utilities  resource  has  been  revised  to  reflect  this 
fact  (see  related  document  99,  comment  16). 

42  COMMENT;  What  is  the  total  volume  of  additional  wastewater  for  the 
HML  launch  sites  and  what  are  the  time  frames  for  delivery  to  specific 
municipalities.  The  effects  of  this  increase  on  the  local  wastewater 
treatment  facility  should  be  addressed  regardless  of  the  contractual 
nature  of  the  disposal  methods. 

RESPONSE;  The  total  annual  wastewater  generated  at  the  HML 
enclosures  is  now  listed  for  the  Proposed  Action  and  alternatives.  It  is 
relatively  small,  varying  from  about  0.01  to  0.03  MGD  (12  to 
29  acre-ft/yr).  Disposal  of  this  wastewater  will  be  accomplished  by 
private  contractor(s).  At  present,  it  is  not  known  which  specific 
wastewater  treatment  plants  would  be  utilized  to  receive  and  treat  the 
effluent  or  exactly  when  they  would  begin  receiving  it.  But,  it  is  likely 
that  only  those  treatment  plants  with  excess  available  capacity  would 
agree  to  receive  the  effluent  that  is  trucked  away  from  the  HML 
enclosures.  The  water  quality  impacts  from  disposal  of  this  effluent 
should,  therefore,  be  minor  as  indicated  in  the  text  (FEIS 
Sections  4. 9. 2. 2  and  4. 9. 3. 2). 

43  COMMENT;  What  methodology  was  used  to  analyze  the  "quantities  of 
sediment  delivered  to  the  streams  during  the  recovery  period?" 

RESPONSE:  Potential  upland  erosion  resulting  from  land-disturbing 
activities  was  determined  by  application  of  the  Universal  Soil  Loss 
Equation,  discussed  in  FEIS  Section  3.10.2.4.  This  amount  was 
multiplied  by  a  sediment  delivery  ratio  to  calculate  the  quantities  of 
sediment  delivered  to  the  streams.  FEIS  Section  4. 9. 1.1  has  been 
revised  to  reflect  this  methodology  and  Section  4. 9. 3. 2  has  been 
supplemented  with  a  basinwide  sedimentation  analysis  which  includes  a 
scenario  that  depicts  the  maximum  potential  program -induced 
sedimentation  impacts. 

44  COMMENT:  Mitigations  to  alleviate  potential  saline  seep  problems 
were  not  addressed. 

RESPONSE;  A  mitigation  measure  appropriate  to  reducing  impacts  on 
saline  seeps  has  been  added  to  FEIS  Section  4.9.6. 

45  COMMENT;  Page  263,  Section  4.10.2.3;  This  section  should  address 
specific  sensitive  areas  and  the  volume  of  traffic  relative  to  the 
number  of  HMLs/site  or  sites/local  impact  area. 

RESPONSE;  FEIS  Section  4.10.2.3  describes  the  potential  impacts  of 
program-induced  ground  disturbance  on  soil  erosion  rates  and  how 
those  rates  compare  to  maximum  tolerable  soil  losses  defined  by  the 
U.S.  Soil  Conservation  Service.  The  impacts  of  program-induced  soil 
erosion  at  specific  construction  locations  in  the  deployment  area  are 
discussed  in  FEIS  Section  4.10.2.3.  Potential  impacts  at  individual 
launch  facilities,  along  T/E  routes,  and  at  bridges  are  discussed  in  FEIS 
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Section  4.10.2.3.  The  influence  of  the  induced  soil  loss  on  biological 
resources  is  presented  in  FEIS  Section  4.8,  with  the  potential  impacts 
on  water  resources  considered  in  Section  4.9.  Impacts  from  dust 
generated  by  construction  vehicles  traveling  over  unimproved  roads  in 
the  deployment  area  are  discussed  in  FEIS  Section  4.11. 

99  46  COMMENT:  Will  the  HMLs  be  exercised  within  the  launch  facility 

sites?  What  is  the  nature  of  maintenance  activities  at  the  launch 
sites? 

RESPONSE:  The  HMLs  will  be  periodically  started  and  moved  within 
the  launch  facility  sites.  Except  for  major  maintenance  at  Malmstrom 
AFB,  they  would  remain  at  the  launch  facilities  until  ordered  to 
disperse  (FEIS  Section  1.3.2).  Only  minimal  service  and  all  feasible 
HML  repairs  would  be  performed  at  the  launch  facilities. 

99  47  COMMENT:  DEIS  Table  1.3. 2-1  implies  linear  relationship  to  road 

use.  Any  number  and  combination  of  vehicles  could  be  using  the  same 
T/E  route  simultaneously.  These  are  not  addressed  in  the  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  The  impact  of  operations  vehicles  using  T/E  routes  was 
assessed  based  on  routes  taken  in  traveling  to  the  launch  facilities 
identified  for  the  Proposed  Action  and  its  alternatives  and  on  the 
frequency  of  trips  required.  The  assessment  was  also  made  on  the 
assumption  that  all  trips  from  the  base  would  occur  at  the  same  time, 
that  is,  during  the  peak  hour,  to  determine  the  critical  effect  (FEIS 
Section  4.3.2. 1). 

99  48  COMMENT:  How  will  T/E  roads  be  kept  open  in  the  winter?  Who  is 

responsible  for  maintaining  the  roads  in  winter? 

RESPONSE:  The  local  agencies  presently  responsible  for  the 

maintenance  of  the  roads  would  continue  to  be  responsible.  The  Air 
Force  will  pay  the  local  agencies  for  any  extraordinary  work,  including 
snow  removal  required  to  support  the  program. 

99  49  COMMENT:  What  is  the  nature  of  exercise  activities  at  the  training 

area  at  Malmstrom  AFB?  Has  the  volume  and  nature  of  year-round 
activities  been  assessed  in  terms  of  dust? 

RESPONSE:  The  training  activities  at  Malmstrom  AFB  include  HML 
movement  on  the  southeast  side  of  the  base  on  gravel  and  dirt  roads. 
The  dust  results  of  the  analysis  are  shown  in  FEIS  Section  4.11.2. 

99  50  COMMENT:  Has  the  volume  and  nature  of  year-round  exercise 

activities  been  assessed  in  terms  of  noise? 

RESPONSE:  Noise  analysis  showed  negligible  impacts  as  discussed  in 
FEIS  Section  4.12.2. 

99  51  COMMENT:  Selecting  facilities  that  may  impact  Class  1  streams  or 

wetlands  should  be  avoided. 

RESPONSE:  Impacts  on  streams  or  wetlands  at  launch  facilities  and 
along  T/E  routes  were  considered  in  the  development  of  the  proposed 
set.  No  major  impacts  on  streams  are  expected  to  occur  from  road  or 
bridge  construction.  Potential  impacts  on  habitats  such  as  prairie 
potholes  at  launch  facilities  are  discussed  in  FEIS  Sections  4.8. 1.4 
and  4.8.2.3. 

99  52  COMMENT:  Water  quality  issues  discussed  in  Section  4.9  should 

include  specific  data  like  the  existing  water  quality  for  streams  and 
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groundwater  resources  within  the  potential  impact  area.  Methods  of 
analyses  should  be  presented  or  referenced  for  all  parameters,  not  just 
turbidity. 

RESPONSE;  The  diffused  nature  of  the  proposed  program  involves 
limited  construction  at  hundreds  of  sites  in  a  large  (8,500  sq  mi) 
deployment  area.  The  most  appropriate  level  of  water  quality 
characterization  is  therefore  at  the  stream  basin  level.  A  site-specific 
assessment  has  been  carried  out  at  those  locations  where  construction 
or  operations  of  the  program  is  likely  to  have  substantial  water  quality 
effects.  The  principal  cause  of  water  quality  degradation  resulting 
from  program  activities  is  sedimentation.  Therefore,  the  study 
emphasized  the  analysis  on  turbidity  and  suspended  solids.  It  was 
concluded  that  these  parameters  would  not  increase  substantially  and 
that  water  quality  would  not  be  significantly  degraded  as  a  result. 
Therefore,  other  associated  water  quality  parameters  (such  as 
temperature,  dissolved  oxygen,  ammonia,  and  nitrates)  were  not 
analyzed  in  detail. 

99  53  COMMENT;  Specific  examples  of  proposed  mitigation  techniques 

should  be  provided  and  the  estimates  of  time  frames  for  the  recovery 
periods  associated  with  revegetation  or  similar  techniques  should  be 
listed. 

RESPONSE;  FEIS  Section  4.9  and  Appendix  D  contain  sufficient  detail 
with  regard  to  mitigation  effectiveness  to  allow  the  decision-maker  to 
choose  among  the  potential  water  resource  mitigation  measures. 
Specific  application  of  the  mitigation  measures  will  occur  after  their 
adoption  as  outlined  in  the  Record  of  Decision.  The  adopted 
mitigations  will  then  be  incorporated  into  the  design  of  specific 
program  features  (see  response  to  document  99,  comment  27).  As 
stated  in  FEIS  Section  4. 9. 2. 2,  recovery  of  disturbed  areas,  followed  by 
decline  of  local  sedimentation  to  background  levels,  should  occur 
within  about  1  year  following  construction  completion. 

99  54  COMMENT;  A  monitoring  plan  to  assess  water  quality  parameters 

during  construction  operations  should  be  developed  as  appropriate.  A 
monitoring  plan  to  assess  revegetation  success  should  also  be  provided. 

RESPONSE;  Analysis  in  FEIS  Section  4.9  indicates  that  water  quality 
impacts  of  the  program  will  be  generally  localized  and  of  short 
duration.  A  water  quality  monitoring  program  does  not  appear 
justified  nor  is  one  usually  established  for  programs  of  this  type  which 
involve  limited  land  disturbance  at  any  particular  location.  Where 
revegetation  is  employed,  the  site  will  be  monitored  for  a  period 
sufficient  to  assure  successful  reestablishment  of  the  vegetation. 

100  1  COMMENT;  Commentor  favors  the  No  Action  Alternative.  If  the  Air 

Force  does  not  accept  the  No  Action  Alternative,  commentor  suggests 
that  the  DEIS  needs  to  be  redone  and  resubmitted  to  the  public  and 
Congress. 

RESPONSE;  Noted. 

100  2  COMMENT;  Case  I  in  the  safety  section  addresses  the  probability  of  a 

fuel  truck  colliding  with  the  HML  on  a  Montana  highway.  Did  this 
consider  all  the  extra  traffic  that  is  likely  to  be  on  the  road  in  an  alert 
situation  as  eastern  Montanans  race  towards  the  safety  of  the 
mountains? 

RESPONSE;  See  response  to  document  74,  comment  1. 
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3  COMMENT:  The  nuclear  dispersion  model  used  in  the  safety  section 
says  aerosolization  of  1  percent  of  the  available  plutonium  is  a  worst 
case.  Why  would  aerosolization  of  100  percent  of  the  plutonium  not  be 
the  worst  case? 

RESPONSE:  In  order  to  aerosolize  100  percent  of  the  available 
plutonium,  the  fuel  fire  would  have  to  continue  unabated  for  over 
33  hours.  The  available  fuel  could  burn  for  not  more  than  20  minutes 
assuming  no  fire  control  measures  are  taken.  Based  on  studies  done  by 
Lawrence  Livermore  National  Laboratories,  the  British  Atomic 
Weapons  Research  Establishment  and  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission;  the  maximum  amount  of  the  available  plutonium 
aerosolized  by  a  45-minute  burn  would  be  less  than  1  percent  (FEIS 
Section  5.3.2). 

4  COMMENT:  A  4.5  mph  wind  speed  was  used  in  the  nuclear  dispersion 
model.  Since  Montana  winds  often  blow  in  excess  of  30  mph,  why  was 
a  higher  wind  not  used  to  illustrate  a  worst  case  scenario? 

RESPONSE:  Model  runs  were  made  using  higher  and  lower  wind  speeds 
and  4.5  mph  was  found  to  have  the  most  severe  environmental 
consequences.  As  the  wind  increases  beyond  4.5  mph,  the  radioactive 
particles  are  dispersed  over  an  increasingly  larger  area;  therefore,  the 
resulting  radiation  levels  become  even  smaller  as  the  wind  increases 
(FEIS  Section  5.4.1. 1). 

5  COMMENT;  Since  the  half-life  of  PU-239  is  24,000  years,  why  were 
the  long-term  effects  (past  30  years)  of  a  nuclear  accident  not 
discussed? 

RESPONSE:  Long-duration  environmental  effects  on  Montana  of  a 
nuclear  mishap  were  not  considered  significant  since  the  Air  Force 
would  be  required  to  clean  up  all  contaminated  areas  in  the  vicinity  of 
the  mishap.  Using  approved  DOE  and  EPA  procedures,  contaminated 
materials  would  be  removed  to  an  approved  nuclear  waste  storage 
facility. 

6  COMMENT:  What  will  it  cost  to  produce  the  entire  EIS? 

RESPONSE:  The  entire  EIS  process  is  estimated  to  cost  between  $8 
and  $9  million. 

7  COMMENT:  Who  owns  Tetra  Tech,  Inc.? 

RESPONSE:  Tetra  Tech,  Inc.  is  a  subsidiary  of  Honeywell,  Inc.  Tetra 
Tech  is  a  major  consulting  firm  with  over  2  decades  of  experience  in 
environmental  and  engineering  programs  for  both  the  U.S.  government 
and  civilian-sector  clients. 

8  COMMENT:  Why  didn't  the  Air  Force  use  Montana  residents  or 
contractors  to  prepare  the  DEIS? 

RESPONSE:  Contracts  with  the  Air  Force  are  awarded  through  a 
federally  mandated  contracting  process  that  is  designed  to  ensure  that 
the  federal  government  meets  its  requirements  for  the  program  in 
addition  to  encouraging  a  competitive  selection  process.  Tetra  Tech 
was  selected  from  a  number  of  qualified  firms  competing  in  this 
process.  The  contractor  was  selected  prior  to  the  President's  decision 
of  December  1986  to  deploy  in  Montana.  Both  the  Air  Force  and  Tetra 
Tech  recognize  the  benefit  of  using  local  expertise.  Tetra  Tech  has, 
therefore,  established  an  office  in  Great  Falls  and  has  used  several 
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local  firms  and  specialists  as  subcontractors,  including  Historical 
Research  Associates  (HRA),  WESTECH,  Montana  National  Heritage 
Program,  Morrison- Knudsen  Engineers,  Inc.,  and  the  firm  of 
Ethnoscience. 

1  COMMENT:  Written  testimony  from  the  Governor's  office  on  the 
preparation  of  the  Small  ICBM  DEIS. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Is  the  Small  ICBM  an  offensive  or  defensive  weapon  and 
should  we  go  through  the  expense  of  deploying  the  weapon? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  7,  comment  3. 

1  COMMENT:  Are  psychological  and  fear  aspects  of  nuclear  war 
generated  as  a  result  of  Small  ICBM  activities  in  the  deployment  area 
discussed? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  59,  comment  1. 

2  COMMENT:  What  curriculum  are  being  developed  and  implemented  by 
the  affected  school  districts  to  educate  all  the  children  about  their 
unique  situation? 

RESPONSE:  The  school  district  curriculum  is  a  local  decision  made  by 
the  school  administrators  and  governing  boards  and  would  not  fall 
within  the  scope  of  an  EIS  (FEIS  Section  4. 1.3.4). 

3  COMMENT:  What  happens  in  the  event  of  an  accidental  or  intentional 
launch? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  76,  comment  1. 

4  COMMENT:  Will  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM  affect  tourism  in 
Montana? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  67,  comment  2. 

1  COMMENT:  How  accurate  was  the  Air  Force  in  estimating  the 
enrollment  number  of  students  in  Wyoming  when  the  Peacekeeper  was 
deployed? 

RESPONSE:  The  FEIS  for  the  Peacekeeper  in  Minuteman  Silos 

program  in  Wyoming  cited  a  projected  peak  student  enrollment  of  622 
students  for  Laramie  County  School  District  No.  1  (LCSD  No.  1)  with 
an  additional  180  students  projected  for  other  counties  in  the  ROI. 
The  actual  Peacekeeper-related  LCSD  No.  1  enrollment  was  around 
400  in  1986,  partly  because  of  the  economic  slowdown  in  the  energy 
sector. 

2  COMMENT:  How  is  the  money  provided  during  the  period  when  there 
is  a  "lag"  due  to  shortfall  in  local  government  financing?  If  money  is 
borrowed  from  some  other  source,  what  about  the  interest  it  would 
have  gained  had  it  stayed  in  a  particular  account.  Will  the  FEIS 
address  such  material? 

RESPONSE:  Current  expenses  of  local  governments  are  generally 
funded  by  existing  cash  accounts  or  through  short-term  borrowing.  As 
revenues  accumulate  over  an  accounting  period,  the  cash  accounts  of 
the  jurisdiction  are  restored  to  their  original  levels  and/or  the  short¬ 
term  debt  is  retired.  In  the  case  where  insufficient  revenues  are 
accumulated  over  the  accounting  period,  the  cash  balance  of  a 
jurisdiction  (for  that  accounting  period)  is  reduced  by  the  amount  of 


E-55 


104 

104 


104 


104 


105 


105 


the  shortfall.  These  deficits  are  generally  made  up  in  the  ensuing 
fiscal  year  by  increasing  the  local  mill  levy,  raising  other  rates  (such 
as  fines,  fees,  charges  for  services)  or  other  similar  revenue¬ 
generating  mechanisms.  Cash  held  by  a  jurisdiction  is  often  held  in 
interest-bearing  accounts.  As  these  monies  are  used,  the  jurisdiction 
will,  in  fact,  suffer  lost  interest  revenue.  The  effects  of  revenue 
shortfalls  to  the  local  governments  in  the  Great  Falls  area  have  been 
identified  as  significant  impacts  in  FEIS  Section  4. 1.2.6. 

3  COMMENT:  Are  the  public  hearings  responsive  to  citizens'  concerns? 
RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  93,  comment  2. 

4  COMMENT:  Does  Congress  consider  EIS  results  in  determining 
whether  to  fund  such  a  project? 

RESPONSE:  The  FEIS  has  been  accomplished  at  the  direction  of  the 
Congress  in  accordance  with  regulations  of  the  President's  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality.  The  primary  purpose  for  preparing  an  EIS  is  to 
identify  the  environmental  consequences  of  the  Proposed  Action  and 
alternatives,  thus  alerting  the  agency  decision-maker,  the  public,  and 
ultimately  the  Congress  and  the  President  to  the  environmental 
effects  involved.  This  document  is  only  one  tool  to  aid  the  Congress 
and  the  President  on  actions  such  as  funding  for  a  project. 

5  COMMENT:  Montanans  voted  against  deployment  of  any  more  nuclear 
missiles  in  Montana.  Is  this  being  considered  by  Congress? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  46,  comment  1. 

6  COMMENT:  Concerned  about  severe  impacts  on  the  Great  Falls 
Public  Schools  system  due  to  the  Small  ICBM.  Impacts  include  building 
of  an  elementary  school,  reopening  of  schools,  staffing,  boundary 
changes,  and  busing.  These  options  are  too  costly. 

RESPONSE:  When  the  Air  Force  decides  which  deployment  alternative 
will  be  implemented  a  record  of  decision  will  be  prepared  which  will 
state  wha*^  specific  mitigation  measures  will  be  adopted.  An 
Intergovernmental  Small  ICBM  Working  Group  comprised  of 
representatives  from  city  government,  county  commissioners,  state 
agencies,  officials  from  Malmstrom  AFB,  and  other  U.S.  Air  Force 
officials  has  been  established  to  provide  a  coordinated 
intergovernmental  approach  to  the  exchange  of  resource  information 
pertinent  to  the  proposed  Small  ICBM  program  in  Montana  and  to 
consider  what  specific  mitigation  measures  will  be  adopted. 

1  COMMENT:  Concerned  about  the  conclusion  that  impacts  on 

deployment  area  roads  would  be  low  and  not  significant. 

RESPONSE:  Long-duration  impacts  on  deployment  area  roads  have 
been  revised  to  low  and  significant  (FEIS  Section  4.3.2. 1). 

2  COMMENT:  Practice  driving  and  deployment  onbase  appears 

impractical  for  reliability  of  the  HML  and  skill  of  the  crew.  What  is 
your  confidence  level  in  crew  reliability? 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  has  great  confidence  in  crew  reliability. 
The  HML  vehicle  operations  training  area  at  Malmstrom  AFB  would 
duplicate  field  conditions.  It  will  be  used  daily,  under  all  weather 
conditions,  in  both  daylight  and  darkness.  As  many  as  six  training 
vehicles  may  be  operated  at  the  same  time.  The  vehicles  would 
operate  on  a  variety  of  surfaces  and  terrains,  and  would  achieve  speeds 
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up  to  50  miles  per  hour  on  a  training  track.  An  off-road  area  would  be 
used  for  HML  emplacements  (the  "digging-in"  operation  by  which 
HMLs  harden  against  attack).  The  training  area  may  be  used 
approximately  240  days  per  year.  In  addition,  the  HML  vehicle 
operations  training  area  may  be  used  for  road  testing  following  routine 
HML  maintenance. 

3  COMMENT:  What  reassurances  can  you  give  that  the  HMLs  will  not 
move  from  launch  facilities  more  than  once  annually? 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  prefers  to  leave  the  HMLs  in  place  as  long 
as  possible.  It  is  not  expected  that  all  HMLs  would  require  major 
maintenance  even  once  a  year.  It  is  an  average  value  based  on 
engineering  judgment. 

4  COMMENT:  What  is  the  configuration  of  the  transporter?  If  the  axle 
load  is  above  18,000  pounds,  what  will  be  the  impacts  on  the  roads? 

RESPONSE:  The  HML  will  be  transported  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
ensure  that  the  loading  on  each  axle  is  below  18,000  pounds,  will  meet 
state  standards,  and  will  not  cause  additional  impacts  on  roads. 

5  COMMENT:  How  often  will  the  HML  be  moved  in  and  out  of  its 
protective  shelter  for  maintenance.  What  will  be  the  noise  impact  of 
the  large  1,200-horsepower  engines  running?  Where  does  the  HML 
engine  sit  on  your  decibel  levels  cited  on  page  3-202.  HML  engine 
noise  not  adequately  discussed. 

RESPONSE:  As  a  part  of  the  maintenance  program,  the  HML  will  be 
moved  in  and  out  of  its  protective  enclosure  periodically.  Major 
maintenance  will  be  performed  at  the  Integrated  Maintenance 
Complex,  an  enclosed  onbase  facility.  The  CV12-1200  engine  at  full 
power  (2,300  RPM)  will  have  an  85  dBA  noise  level  at  a  distance  of 
50  feet.  Noise  will  be  reduced  considerably  when  engines  are  placed 
into  the  vehicles  because  of  various  noise  reduction  techniques.  The 
HML  engine  noise  is  less  than  a  freight  train  noise  of  95  dBA  at  50  feet 
and  motorcycle  noise  of  106  dBA  at  50  feet. 

6  COMMENT:  The  Small  ICBM  has  recently  been  increased  from 
30,000  to  37,000  pounds  to  accommodate  penetration  aids  and/or 
possibly  a  second  warhead.  Have  you  considered  the  impact  of  a 
second  warhead? 

RESPONSE:  The  Congress  has  directed  deployment  of  a  single 

warhead  missile  weighing  approximately  37,000  pounds  and  this  was 
used  in  the  analysis.  Environmental  impacts  of  the  peacetime 
operation  are  independent  of  the  number  of  warheads  or  penetration 
aids  and  are  not  analyzed  in  this  EIS. 

1  COMMENT:  Does  the  term  "aggregate"  include  sand  and  gravel? 

RESPONSE:  The  term  "aggregate"  as  well  as  the  aggregate  numbers 
shown  in  FEIS  Figure  4.10.2-3  and  Table  4.10.2-1  include  sand  and 
gravel  which  will  be  used  to  produce  concrete  for  road  surfacing  and 
construction  activities. 

2  COMMENT:  Has  a  requirement  for  riprap  been  determined? 

RESPONSE:  No.  The  need  for  riprap  (heavy,  irregular  rocks  used  to 
stabilize  slopes  along  roads  and  embankments)  during  program 
construction  activities  has  not  been  determined.  The  numbers  shown 
in  FEIS  Figure  4.10.2-3  and  Table  4.10.2-1  do  not  include  material 
requirements  for  riprap. 
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3  COMMENT:  During  initial  scoping,  4.5  million  tons  of  material  were 
required  for  the  program.  In  the  DEIS,  only  approximately  3.0  million 
tons  of  material  were  identified.  What  dropped  the  requirements  by 
1.5  million  tons  and  what  is  the  margin  of  error  on  the  3.0  million  ton 
estimate? 

RESPONSE:  The  difference  in  required  aggregate  is  the  result  of  the 
ongoing  analysis  which  reduced  the  number  of  miles  of  T/E  routes  that 
would  need  to  be  upgraded  to  accommodate  the  Small  ICBM  system  in 
Montana. 

4  COMMENT:  After  deployment  won't  there  be  an  increase  in  baseline 
demand  for  road  and  site  maintenance?  If  so,  do  you  have  an  estimate? 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  has  identified  its  requirements  and  is 
working  with  federal,  state  and  local  agencies  through  the  Defense 
Access  Road  needs  program  to  determine  measures  to  meet  those 
requirements.  This  process  will  determine  the  extent  to  which  the  Air 
Force  will  assist  local  agencies  in  road  maintenance  and  snow  removal 
activities.  Once  the  decisions  have  been  made,  these  measures  will 
become  part  of  the  Proposed  Action  (FEIS  Section  4.3. 1.4). 

5  COMMENT:  Will  the  Air  Force  take  an  active  part  in  determining 
where  new  aggregate  pits  will  be  located  and  select  the  aggregate 
sources  for  specific  portions  of  the  project;  or  will  the  procurement  of 
an  aggregate  source  be  left  up  to  the  construction  contractor? 

RESPONSE:  While  the  Air  Force  may  have  a  part  in  choosing  the 
contractors  who  will  supply  the  aggregate  for  the  program,  the 
decision  on  the  locations  of  pits  or  aggregate  sources  will  likely  be 
made  by  the  construction  contractor  or  the  landowner  whose  property 
has  been  leased  for  aggregate  production. 

6  COMMENT:  The  Bureau  of  Land  Management  would  like  to  work 
closely  with  the  Air  Force  on  this  program,  including  the  handling  of 
additional  permitting  activity. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT;  New  information  on  the  bald  eagle  requires  further 
consultation. 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  has  entered  into  consultation  with  the  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  and  the  Montana  Department  of  Fish, 
Wildlife  and  Parks  concerning  the  bald  eagle  nest  near  launch  facility 
1-7.  This  information  has  been  incorporated  in  FEIS  Section  4.8. 2. 5. 
Because  of  the  distance  of  the  launch  facility  from  the  nest,  impacts 
are  expected  to  be  negligible. 

1  COMMENT:  What  equivalent  spending  for  the  Small  ICBM  can  be  used 
on  food,  clothing,  education,  housing,  and  health  care  services? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

2  COMMENT:  Have  you  a  comparison  of  long-term  gains  resulting  from 
civilian  sector  jobs  instead  of  short-term  military  jobs? 

RESPONSE:  Of  the  direct  employment  Increase  of  3,100  jobs  during 
the  operations  phase,  approximately  30  positions  will  be  civilian 
workers.  In  addition,  approximately  1,250  indirect  jobs  are  estimated 
to  be  created  which  would  all  be  filled  by  civilian  workers. 
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3  COMMENT:  Can  civilian  radio  frequencies  set  off  the  Small  ICBM 
accidentally  as  it  is  being  transported? 

RESPONSE:  The  Small  ICBM's  electronic  systems  are  not  affected  by 
civilian  radio  frequencies.  The  Small  ICBM  can  only  be  activated  by 
specially  encoded  signals. 

4  COMMENT:  Where  can  you  safely  store  radioactive  materials? 

RESPONSE:  Warheads  are  stored  and  guarded  in  secure  weapons 

storage  areas  on  Malmstrom  AFB.  There  will  be  no  nuclear  wastes 
produced  or  stored  as  a  result  of  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM. 

5  COMMENT:  What  do  you  plan  to  do  with  materials  from  inactivated 
warheads? 

RESPONSE:  Deactivated  warheads  are  returned  to  the  U.S. 

Department  of  Energy. 

6  COMMENT:  How  do  you  address  the  safety  of  the  planet  20,000  years 
from  now  as  a  result  of  storage  of  radioactive  wastes? 

RESPONSE:  There  are  no  nuclear  wastes  produced  by  the  Small  ICBM 
at  Malmstrom  AFB.  For  decommissioning  of  nuclear  warheads  and 
disposition  of  associated  radioactive  materials  see  FEIS  Chapter  5.0 
for  reference  to  appropriate  environmental  documentation. 

7  COMMENT:  How  can  you  assure  the  public  that  you  are  "making  the 
world  safe"  when  you  add  more  missiles  to  the  already  large  stockpile? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  7,  section  2. 

1  COMMENT:  EIS  is  inadequate  in  assessing  the  vehicular  traffic 
hazards  that  will  develop  when  the  system  becomes  fully  operational. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  105,  comment  1. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  Small  ICBM  deployment  in 
Montana. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  DEIS  lacks  any  specific  mitigation  measures  which  could 
be  implemented  to  address  specifically  impacted  roadway  segments. 

RESPONSE:  Potential  mitigation  measures  have  been  identified  in 
FEIS  Section  4.3.6  and  Appendix  D. 

1  COMMENT:  Opposed  to  Small  ICBM  deployment  in  Montana  because 
of  the  beauty  and  spaceousness  of  the  state  and  the  impacts  it  will 
bring  to  Montanans.  Was  Montana  considered  because  population  ratio 
and  person  to  square  miles  are  low? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  52,  comment  2. 

1  COMMENT:  The  EIS  does  not  address  the  effects  of  a  nuclear 
exchange. 

RESPONSE:  The  EIS  was  prepared  in  response  to  Congressional 

direction,  1986  DOD  Authorization  Act.  Congress  directed  the  Air 
Force  to  address  the  potential  environmental  impacts  of  the  proposed 
deployment  and  peacetime  operation  of  the  Small  ICBM  in  Montana. 

2  COMMENT:  The  EIS  does  not  address  the  effects  of  accidental  launch 
or  detonation  or  Intentional  launch. 
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RESPONSE:  System  safeguards  have  been  developed  to  ensure  there  is 
no  possibility  of  accidental  launch  or  detonation.  Analysis  of 
intentional  launch  is  beyond  the  scope  of  the  EIS,  since  the  Congress 
directed  that  only  peacetime  operations  be  addressed. 

3  COMMENT:  Statement  made  that  the  Air  Force  Personnel  Reliability 
Program  is  not  adequate. 

RESPONSE:  See  FEIS  Section  5. 1.2.2. 

4  COMMENT:  The  EIS  does  not  address  the  excessive  costs  of  the 
system  to  the  taxpayers. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

1  COMMENT:  Under  DEIS  Section  4.8.2  and  the  information  on 

Figure  4.8. 2-1  there  is  a  discrepancy.  The  text  indicates  moderate 
short-duration  impacts  to  aquatic  habitats,  while  the  figure  shows  that 
there  will  be  negligible  impacts. 

RESPONSE:  There  is  no  discrepancy  between  the  text  and  FEIS 
Figure  4. 8. 2-1.  The  figure  shows  summary  ratings  for  site-specific 
impacts  on  biological  resources  at  launch  facilities.  Many  launch 
facilities  are  not  near  aquatic  habitats  and  impacts  at  these  sites 
would  be  negligible.  The  short-duration  rating  of  moderate  and  not 
significant  is  an  overall  rating  that  considers  the  multiple  impacts  at 
all  sites  (e.g.,  launch  facilities  and  T/E  routes). 

2  COMMENT:  Commentor  stated  that  any  amoum  of  big  game  severe 
wintering  habitat  that  is  permanently  removed  i';  unacceptable. 

RESPONSE;  The  Air  Force  consulted  with  federal  and  state  wildlife 
agencies.  Any  habitat  lost  at  launch  facilities  would  be  small  and 
isolated.  None  of  these  losses  are  expected  to  alter  wildlife  carrying 
capacities  in  any  area. 

3  COMMENT:  What  is  the  basis  for  the  assumption  that  a  recently 
rebuilt  causeway  should  not  require  further  modification  for  the 
program  (DEIS  Section  4. 8. 2.4)? 

RESPONSE:  This  conclusion  is  based  on  engineering  analysis  that  took 
into  consideration  the  configuration  of  and  wheel  loading  of  the 
vehicle. 

4  COMMENT:  What  criteria  were  used  for  determining  that  sensitive 
habitats  are  "distant”  from  construction  areas? 

RESPONSE:  In  this  case  "distant"  refers  to  areas  that  are  greater  than 
3  miles  from  construction  and  operations  areas. 

5  COMMENT;  Statement  is  made  in  DEIS  Section  4. 8. 2. 4  that  general 
concern  by  natural  resource  managers  for  impacts  to  unique  and 
sensitive  habitats  is  also  expected  to  be  low.  Commentor  wants  to 
know  if  natural  resource  managers  were  asked. 

RESPONSE:  Yes.  State  and  federal  natural  resource  managers  were 
consulted  during  the  development  of  the  EIS,  including  members  of  the 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Montana  Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife 
and  Parks,  Montana  Natural  Heritage  Program,  and  the  Nature 
Conservancy. 

6  COMMENT:  Commentor  needs  clarification  of  DEIS  Section  4.8.3 
which  states  "...which  reduces  the  opportunity  to  avoid  impacts  at  the 
launch  facilities  through  site  selection." 
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RESPONSE:  Proposed  sets  of  launch  facilities  have  been  identified  for 
the  Proposed  Action  and  alternatives  in  the  FEIS.  Environmentally 
sensitive  areas  exist  along  some  of  the  T/E  routes  and  at  some  launch 
facilities.  Therefore,  an  alternative  that  would  use  a  larger  number  of 
launch  facilities  would  have  a  greater  probability  of  using  an 
environmentally  sensitive  area.  Text  in  FEIS  Section  4.8.3  has  been 
revised  accordingly. 

7  COMMENT:  What  means  have  been  used  to  address  the  road  hazard 
with  the  HML  during  blizzard  conditions  when  gravel  roads  do  not 
receive  minimum  necessary  maintenance? 

RESPONSE:  To  assess  the  HML  operations  during  winter  conditions,  a 
winter  test  program  for  operation  of  both  the  HML  and  the  overall 
system  has  been  partially  completed  and  will  be  continued  next 
winter.  So  far  the  vehicle  has  performed  as  expected.  The  vehicle 
was  designed  to  move  off-road,  and  is  expected  to  operate  in  winter 
conditions. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  opposed  to  any  additional  missile  program. 
RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  opposed  to  missile  deployment  in  Conrad 
because  we  have  enough  missiles  and  firepower. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  opposed  to  ballistic  missiles  being  placed 
anywhere  in  Montana. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  document  46,  comment  1  and 

document  52,  comment  2. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  objects  to  the  proposed  Small  ICBM  because 
the  weapons  system  is  not  necessary  for  the  defense  of  the  United 
States. 

RESPONSE:  Noted.  Rationale  for  the  deployment  of  Small  ICBM 
system  in  Montana  is  provided  in  FEIS  Section  1.1. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  objects  to  Small  ICBM  being  considered  for 
Malmstrom  AFB. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  document  46,  comment  1,  and 

document  52,  comment  2. 

1  COMMENT:  Statement  in  support  of  the  defense  system  needs 
because  of  the  fine  people  in  the  Air  Force. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  The  service  area  map  for  Montana  Power  Company 
(Figure  3. 2. 3-2)  should  be  revised  to  include  portions  of  Flights  F,  G, 
H,  and  T. 

RESPONSE:  The  additional  data  have  been  incorporated  into  the  data 
base  and  the  impact  analysis. 

2  COMMENT:  The  increased  load  associated  with  additions  at  46  launch 
facilities  serviced  by  Montana  Power  Company  would  equal 
approximately  4.6  MW  and  have  a  considerable  impact  on  the 
distribution  network  servicing  the  launch  facilities. 
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RESPONSE;  The  increased  load  associated  with  the  Small  ICBM 
program  for  Montana  Power  Company  has  been  revised  to  reflect  the 
choice  of  sites  for  the  Proposed  Action  and  the  alternatives.  The  new 
load  is  estimated  to  range  from  4.1  to  5.3  MW  and  is  identified  in  FEIS 
Table  4. 2. 2-2.  The  Air  Force  has  entered  into  discussions  with  the 
current  electricity  suppliers  to  develop  coordinated  strategies  toward 
meeting  these  demands  and  arriving  at  an  equitable  solution  to 
providing  this  service. 

3  COMMENT:  DEIS  Sections  4.2. 2. 4  and  4. 2. 3. 4  do  not  address  the 
impact  on  Montana  Power  Company  for  the  increased  load  at  the 
launch  facilities  separately  from  the  increased  load  at  Malmstrom 
AFB. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4.2. 2. 4  has  been  revised  to  reflect  the 
specific  energy  loads  on  Montana  Power  Company  associated  with  the 
proposed  set  of  launch  facilities  for  the  Proposed  Action  and  three 
alternatives. 

1  COMMENT;  Why  doesn't  the  DEIS  discuss  the  environmental 
consequences  that  could  result  from  the  use  '  the  Small  ICBM? 

RESPONSE:  The  Congress  has  authority  to  exempt  specific  projects, 
in  full  or  in  part,  from  the  requirements  of  NEPA  without  altering  the 
structure  of  the  Act  itself.  In  209(c)(4)  of  the  1986  Department  of 
Defense  Authorization  Act,  the  Congress  directed  the  Air  Force  to 
prepare  administrative  environmental  impact  statements  covering  the 
deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM,  but  limited  the  scope  of  those 
statements  to  the  "deployment  and  peacetime  operation"  of  the 
system. 

2  COMMENT:  Why  doesn't  the  DEIS  discuss  the  global  environmental 
consequences  that  could  result  from  the  use  of  the  Small  ICBM? 

RESPONSE:  No  global  environmental  effects  are  expected  to  result 
from  the  deployment  and  peacetime  operation  of  the  Small  ICBM 
system. 

1  COMMENT:  Concerned  that  the  proposed  program  could  affect  i-he 
Sun  River  Project  and  that  operation  of  the  missile  system  needs  to  be 
conducted  so  as  to  avoid  any  disruption  of  water  supply  to  the  irrigated 
croplands. 

RESPONSE:  Peacetime  activities  of  the  proposed  program  do  not 
involve  off-road  maneuvers  of  the  HML  in  the  deployment  area.  The 
HML  vehicle  operations  training  area  is  confined  to  an  extension  of 
Malmstrom  AFB,  and  HML  activities  in  the  deployment  area  would  be 
restricted  to  deployment  at  the  launch  facilities  and  movement  from 
the  launch  facilities  to  Malmstrom  AFB  along  T/E  routes.  All  bridges 
along  these  routes  would  be  upgraded,  if  necessary,  to  safely  bear  the 
HML  vehicle.  There  is  a  potential  for  temporary  disruption  of  water 
supply  to  irrigated  croplands  while  bridge  upgrades  over  canals  are 
being  constructed.  However,  the  construction  contractors  would  be 
required  to  plan  these  upgrades  in  coordination  with  the  appropriate 
irrigation  district  to  avoid  or  minimize  disruption  of  irrigation  water 
supply  (FEIS  Sections  4.9. 1.4  and  4.9.2. 1). 

2  COMMENT:  Commentor  envisions  problems  with  HML  training 

operations  during  off-road  maneuvers  with  concerns  at  canal  bridges. 
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RESPONSE:  All  testing  will  be  conducted  onbase  and  will  not  pose  any 
threat  to  canal  bridges. 

1  COMMENT:  Will  the  local  interstate  highway  system  be  expanded  or 
improved? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  14,  comment  1. 

2  COMMENT:  Will  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM  affect  tourism  in 
Montana? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  67,  comment  2. 

3  COMMENT:  Comment  opposed  to  ballistic  missiles  being  placed 
anywhere  in  Montana. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  52,  comment  2. 

4  COMMENT:  Could  the  Small  ICBM  program  be  a  bargaining  chip  at 
peace  talk  summits. 

RESPONSE:  These  are  determinations  to  be  made  by  the  President. 

5  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  deploying  200  Small  ICBMs  in 
north-central  Montana.  Also  would  like  to  get  rid  of  the  Minuteman 
silos. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 
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Documents  Received 


This  section  includes  all  documents  received  during  or  after  the  public  comment  period. 
The  documents  are  presented  four  sheets  to  a  page  in  the  order  they  were  received  and 
are  assigned  sequential  numbers.  In  all,  125  comment  documents  and  6  public  hearing 
transcripts  have  been  reproduced  in  this  section.  Every  effort  has  been  made  to 
reproduce  all  documents  in  a  clear  and  legible  form.  However,  in  some  cases,  the 
original  documents  were  handwritten  in  pencil  or  light  ink  and  therefore  may  not  have 
reproduced  clearly. 
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Lt.  Col.  Brian  Kaaalar.  Oiractor 
Enviroraaantal  Planolnc  Division 
APRCE-BHS/DEV 

U.S.  Dapartaant  of  tha  Air  Porca 

Norton  Air  Fores  Bass 

San  Bernardino,  CA  92409*6448 


RE:  Draft  Envlronaantal  Xapact  Stataaant  *  Saall  Intarcontinantai 

Ballistic  Nissila  at  Halastroa  Air  Force  Base,  Great  Palls,  tft 
Hontana  State  IGR  Claarin|housa  File  No.  NT87062S*749*X 

Dear  Lt.  Col.  Kasslar: 

Tha  abova-captlonad  docuaant  has  bean  received.  In  ordar  to  provide  noti¬ 
fication  to  parties  that  aay  be  interested  in  review  and/or  cosBMnt,  it  will  be 
listed  in  the  next  Intergovemeental  Review  Bulletin  issued  from  this  office. 

Any  inquiries  or  cosssents  repardini  the  docuaant  will  be  directed  to  you. 
Please  provide  copies  of  the  enclosed  su||eated  review  fora  to  potential  reviewers, 
those  YOU  feel  should  be  invited  to  coMBsnt,  as  well  as  to  any  who  aay  request  the 
opportunity  to  do  so.  Copies  of  any  coeaents  received  and  a  copy  of  this  letter 
shwld  be  aade  a  part  of  your  file  on  this  proposal.  We  have  asked  that  coBants 
be  returned  by  August  21,  1987  as  requested,  and  that  copies  be  sent  to  the 
Clcaringhoxise  for  our  files. 

The  Clearinghouse  Intends  to  take  no  further  action  on  this  doctaant. 


M-uW  I 


SUE  tiEATV 

Clearinghouse  Manager 
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Slstcn  of  Chori^  of  Providence  (^Monuma 


COflPOWTE  OfEiCt 
9  Fast  Nevn  Avenue 
SoOMoe  WasNcgioo  99?0? 

<M9t4M  4884 


July  14,  1987 


Public  Hearing  Officer 
Midgetnan  Missiles  Public  Hearing 
c/o  Great  Palls  High  School 
Great  Fails.  MT  S9405 


I  am  opposed  to  the  installation  of  nidgetman  missiles  in 
eastern  Montana.  This  weapon  system  and  other  weapon  systems 

a.  escalate  the  arms  race,  increasing  world-wide  instability 
and  contribute  to  the  "use  them  or  lose  them"  syndrome; 

o.  cause  billions  of  dollars  to  be  invested  in  military  build¬ 
up  and  billions  not  to  be  invested  in  the  development 
of  normal  civilian  activity;  i.e.,  factories,  farms,  home 
construction,  research  and  development  for  improving  the 
quality  of  life  on  the  planet; 

c.  increase,  at  an  excessive  cost  to  the  taxpayer,  the  profits 
of  military  contractors  and  create  a  short-term  and  false 
sense  of  well-being  in  local  economies. 

The  installation  of  the  midgetman  missile  system  is  a  distraction 
and  a  deterrent  to  the  serious  business  of  rebuilding  Montana's 
agricultural  base.  It  helps  to  keep  Montanans  from  generating 
new  and  clean  industries  in  their  state  that  will  create  jobs 
and  build  a  solid  tax  base. 

As  a  nation  and  as  Montanans,  we  need  to  address  the  greater 
good  of  global  security  and  world  peace.  At  the  same  time, 
we  need  to  use  our  resources  and  our  ingenuity  to  create  a 
strong  civilian  economy  which  allows  for  politically  feasible 
ind  morally  sound  choices. 

I  join  many  other  Montanans  m  opposing  the  midgetman  system 
j  ind  in  supporting  programs  for  a  peace-time  economy. 

'  Sincerely  yours. 


Kathryn  A.  Rutan,  S.P. 


Lt.  Cot.  Peter  Welsh 
AFftCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  AFB,  Callfornie  92«»»-6«4B 


I  I  am  writing  in  support  of  the  deptoyewnt  and  operation  of  the  Sawll  intercon 
I  tinenul  Ballistic  Uissle  in  Central  Monuna. 

i  The  possible  boost  to  Montana's  economy  is  certainly  a  factor,  but  the  reasoning 
I  goes  far  beyond  this.  Missies  ere  already  in  place  end  to  upgrade  Is  iust  a 
logical  succassion  of  tha  ongoing  process.  Those  in  opposition  allow  their  emotions 
to  keep  them  from  any  type  of  ob|active  consideratien  at  tha  situation.  It’s  a 
sad  coaMMntary  on  this  factor  of  sociaty  to  reaiiie  how  rmaovod  dtesa  people 
,  are.  To  become  ignorant  of  history’s  iassens  is  irresponsible  at  best.  And  to 
argue  with  these  people  serves  little  purpose,  althou^  they  do  keep  us  honest. 

Please  do  not  be  mlslad  by  polls  or  etaction  results  showing  majority  eppesitien. 

It's  my  experience  that  the  negative  voice  is  always  the  loudest  and  most  active, 
but  does  not  reflect  nuamrical  strength.  Becoming  Involved  Is  not  a  weak  suit 
for  this  group. 

I‘m  in  continual  contact  with  many  people  end  can  accurately  state  that  there 
ere  approximately  five  in  favor  for  every  one  in  opposition.  It  is  unfortunate 
that  much  of  this  support  is  passive,  end  will  probably  remain  this  way. 


Richard  Hughes.  Supt. 

Moore  Public  Schools 
P.O.  Box  1 

Moore,  MonUna  S9464 
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United  States  Department  of  the  Interk»r 

aueCAU  Of  inoian  ArrAias 


iSiTl'HSrfS. 

Co4«  MO 


MLUMM  ausa  orwtCM 
91*  Novna  1«T«  At 
•*U.IMO«  MONTANA  Miei 


Lt.  CeloMl  Nt«r 

U.S.  Air  Fore*.  MS/DIV 

NorCoa  Air  Fete*  !•••>  Califeraia  F}409 

Otar  Lt.  Coleaal  Walah: 

This  offlca  haa  rvriaitaS  tba  Draft  limraaMBtal  ta^aet  StataMat 
(DEIS)  for  tba  Saall  latarcoatlaaBtal  Balllatle  Ittaalla  Frofraa  at 
Halaatroa  Air  Ferca  laaa.  Tbara  ara  a  faw  coaearaa  wa  ba«a  wltk  tka 
atataMst.  Tka  aactlena  la  tka  OCIS  aklck  ralata  to  Ratlva  Aaarleaa 
ftaaourcaa  Aatail  abat  la  oa  raeorS  irltk  tka  StaCa  Slatorle  Fraaarratloa 
Offlca.  Alao  iBclaSaO  ara  tka  raaalta  froa  vrojaetlat  tka  Leeatloa  of 
artlfacta.  Statlatleal  prejactioe  of  raaowrea  lecaCloa  Joaa  not 
aufflca  to  eoaply  vltk  tka  Mtloeal  Itaterlc  Fraaoraatloa  Act.  Ua 
aaauaa  that  tka  alaalla  altaa  ara  la  varlowa  topographical  raglaaa.  Aa 
auch,  aooa  of  tka  altaa  aay  ka  aaar  Sralaagaa  or  oa  high  proalalacaa. 
Thaaa  araaa  ara  tka  traSltloaal  aao  araaa.  Howaaar,  lltklc  acatcar. 
with  4akitata»  tacpaa  rlaga,  ate.,  aap  ba  fouaS  la  uacoaaaatloaal 


IUa  did  aot  flad  aaatloa  of  bow  aunrapa  would  ko  coaduetad  aa  aad 
adjacaat  to  tka  axpaaaloa  of  azlatlag  facllltlaa.  or  aawly  dlaeurbad 
araaa.  Wa  atroagly  racoaoMod  padaaertaa  aurvaya  ka  conductad  by  a 
guallflad  arekaologlat. 

RagaTdlag  tka  Gaoleatc  laaourcaa  aaetloa  oa  papa  A-2S2,  aoaa 
elarlfleatloo  would  ba  baaoflelal.  Tka  Laval  of  Tapar c  (LOI)  wadar 
'Low  lapact'  atataa  la  part  that  ''Frotraa  daaaad  plua  baaallaa  daaaad 
la  laaa  than  tka  azlatlag  productloe  capacity."  Bowavar.  It  coatlauaa 
"axlatlag  producara  aay  ba  ragulrad  to  Idaatlfy  aad  exploit  aaw  aourcaa 
to  aaat  peak  daaaad." 

Tka  two  oaataacaa  coatradlet  aaek  otkar.  Wa  ballava  tka  aaeoad 
aaataaea  would  ba  aora  daflalclvo  If  It  wara  ehaagad  to  "...aaw  aourcaa 
to  aaat  ultlaata  productloa  voluaa."  Tka  aaaa  ratlonala  goaa  for  tka 
atallar  aaataaeaa  uadar  'Hodarata  lapaet*. 

-2- 

Quoitlooa  or  clarification  raquaata  eaa  ba  diraetad  to  Hr.  Richard  1. 
Stafaalc. 

Thaak  you  for  tka  opportunity  to  coaaaac  oa  tka  ORIS. 


fba  follOMing  aT*a  ay  thoughts  porta. r.t -.i]  t-.  -.i,*.  .>  ■  D..-.wa 

Midgot«an  daployMont  at  MaiMutroN  M»  W  b..'r.tar.i3.  1  M.an  t  .-  ML.it  ..r. 

Cbat  aa  uwual.  Col.  Ualah  and  hia  ataff  did  a  auporp  .lob  ir> 
iM'Ocantat  ion  and  rottponaw. 

Thoro  la  no  quoation  that  Montana  should  aggroaaivoiy  support 
tha  NidgotMan  doployaont  in  uur  wtatw.  It’s  construct  lore  snc 
oporational  phasos  can  do  nothing  othor  than  belstar  a  tor*ribly  noak 
acunoNic  araa.  Of  course  tharo  will  ba  soaw  problwws,  but  our 
problaai  will  ba  aora  sarious  without  this  pt*ojact  than  witn  it. 

Wa  ara  a  last  frontier  state  that  is  regressing  rather  than 
advancing  in  any  aspect  of  the  SO* a  or  90's. 

Ua  are  a  only  state  of  aany  United  States.  We  cannot  have  a 
wall  around  us  despite  Many  attaapts  by  soae  groups  to  wall  up  the 
state. 

Our  taw  base  is  literally  ehot.  Suildings  constructed  in  the 
last  SO  years  are  selling  for  i/4  the  aa»unt  of  constructing  that 
saM  structure.  Aasessad  values  now  reflect  these  purcheee  prices 
and  cause  property  tax  reduction.  Our  per  capita  me owe  la  one  of 
tha  lowest  in  the  So  states  -  awre  tax  shortfall. 

Our  population  shift  is  to  the  retired  sector  and  students,  not 
wage  earners.  Fewer  tax  payers  and  More  tax  users.  Our  graduates 
Must  leave  Montana  for  eeployaent  elsewhere.  We  get  no  payback  in 
this  case. 

Concern  of  tourists'*  10.1  Million  tourists  visit  San  Antonio  in 
one  year.  We  don't  get  that  Many  in  S  years  in  Montana.  The 
Military  won't  disrupt  thse  at  all,  in  fact,  they  will  increase  the 
nuMber-  of  tourists  visiting  out  state. 

In  short  we  cannot  save  Montana  for  a  few  Moneyed  individuals. 

We  a.'M  part  of  the  United  Stales.  If  our  leadei'S  need  to  use  Montana 
-  use  It  -  we  nead  you  too. 
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Cood  svaAmg.  Hi  naae  ix  Ztrjna  Jtchson*  I  live  In 
Cr«9t  Fills  lAd  einig*  i  housa  full  of  children.  ]  «■  very 
Flassed  to  ba  hare  tonight  to  woica  st  concarns  and 
rassonsas  to  tha  drtft  CIS  ind  trulr  iffraciita  tha 
offortunitr  to  do  so.  Tha  first  coaaant  I  hiwa  is  that  I 
can’t  help  but  think  that  if  tha  Hir  Forca  uara  raalty 
intarstad  in  citisan  input  froe  tha  OCIS.  it  would  hawa 
allowad  us  aera  than  20  dais  to  raid  it  ovar  . 


Tharg  sra  a  faa  things  to  nota  about  this  etsstla. 
First.  It’s  illegal->tt  violatas  tha  SALT  I  and  SALT  II 
traatiap.  Salt  I  in  1972  includad  a  clausa  <pushad  for  bv 
tha  US)  stiting  that  any  davalopaant  of  a  aebila  ICBn  would 
ba  saan  as  a  violation  of  tha  spirit  of  tha  traaty.  SACT 
II  in  197g  allowed  for  onlr  one  new  1C6H.  which  h«s  baan 
fulfillad  by  tha  HX.  Aaida  froe  the  potantial  lagal 
tuaption.  uhat’s  teportant  about  this  is  to  raaltza  how  it 
■jndaruinas  and  goas  against  our  history  of  ares  control. 

Second,  though  biJlad  as  a  second  strike  waapon  /that 
IS  on#  dasignad  to  rataliata  aftar  a  first  strika)  it  has 
first  strika  capability  It  carnas  panatration  aids, 
which,  in  a  sacond  strika  ara  not  naadad  to  panatrata 
Soviat  dafansas.  Tha  aissila  is  also  axtraealy 
accurata-'in  a  aacond  strika  tha  Sowiat  silos  ara 
sap t r--rou 'ra  only  aieing  at  population  cantars--<hat 
dagraa  of  accuracy  is  unnacassary.  Also  tha  scanario  I 
haard  voicad  aa  to  how  this  thing  would  ba  launchad  aaaead 
so  ludicrous  as  to  aaka  it  unworkable  as  a  sacond  strika 
srstae.  So  I  raalir  auastion  its  datarrsnea  capability 
ua  saae  to  hava  rat  another  deadly  first  strike  hardened 
SI i o  buster • 

I  Uhich  leads  to  tha  third  point,  which  isi  wa  already 

hava  five  other  weapon  srstaea  with  deadly  first  strike 
I  cipabi)iti.  If  wa  develop  and  deploy  another  one.  don’t 
I  you  think  the  Sovaats  Bight  see  that  as  threatening  and 
'  aggrasatva^  Doesn’t  that  strike  you  as  a  trifle 
dastabi i I z I ng  m  the  araa  race’  CscalatoryT 

Reading  through  this  OCIS.  one  IS  struck  by  what  a  eess 
Great  Falls  Is  going  to  ba>  Batwaan  trips  to  and  free  our 
citr  br  NHL  convoys,  ttfotr  and  security  vehicles, 
aamtananca  vans,  refueling  tankers  and  tha  likei  net  to 
•antion  all  tha  construction  around  tha  basa.  Croat  Falla 
looks  Ilka  It  will  be  a  eongaatad  pain  in  tha  nock  ta  Itva 
in  and  travel  through.  New  I  think  wa  could  all  liwa 


witnthis  confuaion  and  mconvanianca  if  this  eiasila  ayatae 
ward  vital  to  our  national  security.  The  fact  is  though 
that  Its  datarrant  capability  is  at  best  auastionabla. 
further  destabilizes  tha  ares  race  (which  1  for  one 
consider  extreeely  dangerous),  and  by  the  way  costs  RSo 
billion  while  it's  doing  all  this.  If  deployed  this  systee 
will  be  the  eost  expensive  weapon  systee  m  the  history  of 
our  country.  At  a  tiee  of  treeendoua  federal  deficit,  it 
IS  crieinal  to  spend  $40-30  billion  to  add  another  200 
warr.asds  to  out  already  swelling  arsenal.  Just  think  what 
Aontana  could  really  do  for  its  state  with  soae  o* 

■oner.  Uake  up  folks--we  don't  need  this  eitsile. 
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PUHI.If  MKARING  CdM MK NT  SHPKT  • 

Small  ICHM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Korc«  Hase.  Montana 

Hearing  l-ocalion  f  ^//^  Date  ^ 

Name: 

(Irganuation:  ^  1 1  n<J  A 

Mailing  AdtJress:  'if . 

-S 

Cheek  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative  Private 

Official  Private  Organization  Citizen 

Check  here  if  you  viah  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing.  . 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  KIS.  Draft 

Area  of  question  of  comment  Icheck  alt  that  apply): 

Air  Korce  Policy 
System  Requirements 
Kmployment 
Housing 
P.duoatinn 
Public  Services 
Public  Pinance 
Utilities 
Transportation 
luind  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 

5  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Hiological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
(ieology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  ii 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Pinal  RIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever.  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  2'.,  19S7  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

Aa^  T^k/u.  Udiai'i***  Cr^tb am-l4.  \  • 


Ok  . 

Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCF.-HMS/DEV 
Norton  Air  Force  Rase.  California  92409-6448 
•Pilling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  thMc  who  nave  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


laiJ  ^ai&e*SM  tl  kc  TtfP  Hdac  i 

at  ..lih* 

f  lrta<;fe»aaj 


Statement(.s)  Attached 
Yea  No 


Additional  Comments:  kae#  *4^,9 

€1  As/jt.  f 'i*-- ^ 


4^  kimM.  Pa'nrao^- 

h^g.  yL.v  Q.ir. 

- - - - 


DATA  REQUIRED  BY  THE  PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
<S  U.S.C  &92b) 


SSSSTa,  9S7b.  S97.  T09a 


Authority 
3S  U.S.C 

Principal  Purpoae 

Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  aending  brochures  and  other  data 
concerning  the  project  to  those  who  might  be  intercated. 

Routine  Usea 

A.  Information  is  forwarded  to  Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies,  and  Congrcaatnen. 

B.  Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  other  projects  in  which  the  person 
supplying  the  information  might  have  an  intercat. 

C.  Information  ia  compiled  in  a  Record  of  Public  Meeting  and  made  available  to  the  public. 

D.  Names  of  people  and  their  comments  during  the  public  meeting  are  published  in  project 
reports- 

Mandatory  or  Voluntary  Disclosure  and  Effect  on  Individual  Not  Providing  Information 

Voluntary  -  Failure  to  provide  the  information  requested  could  result  in  failure  to  receive 
brochures  and  notification  of  further  developments. 


DOCUMENT  9 


DOCUMENT  9 


Namr; 
Organization: 


PUBl.ir  HEARINO  COMMENT  SHEET  * 
Small  ICHM  Program 
Maimstrom  Air  Force  Base.  Montana 

Hearing  Location  D.i.  7 


Mailing  Addresa:  / 


c/ 


rhrek  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Dcs:gnaled  Representative 

Official  of  Private  Organization 

rheck  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

rhcck  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

rneck  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  ^ 

rneck  here  if  you  wish  to  rece:ve  an  EIS.  Draft  ^ 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Private 
Citizen  )(_ 


Air  Force  Policy 

Recreation 

System  Requirements 

Visual  Resources 

Employment 

Cultural  Resources 

Hoos'ng 

Native  American  Res* 

Edueat  ion 

Biological  Resources 

Publ'C  Services 

Air  Quality 

Public  Finance 

Noise 

Utilities 

Water  Resources 

Transp<ir1ation 

(ieology  and  Soils 

Land  Use 

Safelv 

other  (please  speeifvl 

T’iease  turn  in  'bis  sheet  as  rpquesterf  bv  the  hearing  o'fieer. 

Written  comments  eill  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EiS.  You  may  use  this 
shee*  t.i  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provnted  below  or  in  an  attaehed 
statement.  Written  comments  mas  also  be  submitted  ir.  a  'etter  or  other  formal:  how 
ever,  e-.mmen's  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21.  1987  and  mailed  to  the 


DATA  REQUIRED  BY  THE  PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
(5  U.S.C  552a) 


33  U.SC  SSaSTa.  557b.  597.  709a 
2.  Principal  Purpose 

information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  sending  brochures  and  other  data 
concerning  the  project  to  those  who  might  be  interested. 

1.  RniiTine  Uses 

A.  Information  is  forwarded  to  Federal.  Stale,  and  local  agencies,  and  Congressmen. 

B.  Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  other  protects  m  which  the  person 
supplying  the  information  might  have  an  interest. 

C.  Information  is  compiled  in  a  Record  of  Public  Meeting  and  made  available  to  the  public. 
O.  Names  of  people  and  their  comments  during  the  public  meeting  are  published  m  peojeci 

reports. 

4.  MsTMlatory  or  Voluntary  Disclosure  and  Fffeei  on  Individual  Not  Providing  Information 

Voluntary  -  Failure  to  provide  the  information  requested  could  result  m  failure  to  receive 
brochures  and  notlfirslion  of  further  developments. 


E-67 


F.V2-1/10 


DOCUMENT  10 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  IC8M  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 


Name: 

Organisation: 
Mailing  AB^ss: 


Hearing  Location 

/i.  LtS  i  _  I  A«^,t 

’  f.jc  .  M, 
-  CiAt  hr  FiV-  ‘  ' 


t  f 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 


Puhlic 

Official 


Designateil  Representative 
of  Private  Organization 


Private 

Citizen 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbai  comments.  _  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  ^ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _  Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  ali  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify! 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  uf  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
stttrmtnl.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  tetter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  I9fl7  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

_ ^  »»«✓  /  _ 

f -•f  9^  S’a'(iM  mpjL  . 


■‘y 


..Jk.  i 


Stat«ment(s)  Attached 
Ves  No 


Mail  tO!  Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 
Norton  Air  Force  Rase.  California  92409-64<8 
•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognising 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  10 


AddilionaJ  Comments: 

/  Aa 


DATA  REQUIRED  BY  THE  PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
(5  U.S.C  S&Za) 

Authority 

U.S.C  SSSS7s,  SS7b,  S97,  T09a 
Principal  Purpose 

Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  foe  sending  brochures  and  other  data 
concerning  the  project  to  those  who  might  be  interested. 

Routine  Uses 

A.  Information  is  forwarded  to  Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies,  and  Congreamen. 

B.  information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  other  projects  in  which  the  person 
supplying  the  information  might  have  an  interest. 

C.  Information  is  compiled  in  a  Record  of  Public  Meeting  and  made  available  to  the  public. 

D.  Names  of  people  and  their  comments  during  the  public  meetir^  are  published  in  project 
reports. 

Mandatory  or  Voluntary  Disclosure  and  Effect  on  Individual  Not  Providing  Information 

Voluntary  -  Failure  to  provide  the  information  requested  could  result  in  failure  to  receive 
brochures  and  notification  of  further  developments. 


DOCUMENT  11 


DOCUMENT  11 


PUBLir  MPAHINC  ruMMPNT  SHF.KT  • 
Small  ICHM  Program 
Malmstfoffl  Air  Force  Rase,  Montana 


1 


Hearing  Location  Great  Falla,  Dute  22  July  1987 
Name:  Ken  Knudson 

Organi/ation: 

Mailing  Address;  516  Riverview  glvd. 

Great  Falls,  MT  59401. 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Piinhc  DcMgnated  Representative  Private 

Offieisl  of  Private  Organization  Citizen 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  heaping. 

Cheek  here  if  vou  wish  to  offer  verbai  comnients. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  x 

ChecK  hero  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  Draft  x  Final 


X 


Area  of  question  or  comment  (cheek  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

F.mploy  ment 

Housing 

Fducatum 

Puhlic  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportaliim 

Land  I'se 

Other  (please  speeifvl 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cul'ural  Resources 

Native  Amerii'an  Resources 

niologieal  Resources 

AirQuitrlV 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Grologv  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  m  this  sheet  as  rcques'i-i!  hv  the  hearing  officer. 


Written  comments  wilt  he  cocsi'lered  n  preparation  of  the  Final  FIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  eomrrents  either  in  the  space  prov'Oed  fjel«w  or  in  an  atlachcij 
statement.  Written  comments  mas  aiso  he  suhmitterl  m  a  letter  or  other  format;  how 
ever,  etimmenis  must  he  suhmlted  no  later  Ih.tn  tugus*  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

I  am  a  scron&  prupvinenc  oiliLary  defease  And  the  nid^etibAn 
dsi^loyraenL  lo  ensure  peauc.  It  the  Cungress  determines  it  fitting 
.ind  necessary  to  fund  MldgettMn,  ..s  I  fvel  they  will,  wp  need  to 
prepare  rnr  and  support  the  tleployneni' ful  ly . 

I  wish  to  cosnpLvmuni  the  indepth  pccpaiaticn  that  has  gone 
into  the  EfS.  It  was  very  professionally  done.  Throughout  the 
hearings,  we  ore  reassured  ih.Tt  mitigation  will  be  made  inasmuch 
;is  pos.sihli*  t«)  lessen  the  detrimental  impact  on  the  cotonuniiy- 
I  firraly  believe  this  will  be  dime  to  the  tnaxlmum  extent  possible 
and  that  rm!  only  will  be  Midget  man  bolster  our  National  Defense 
it  will 

Mn  I  |.,:  Di'.'clor  c,f  Kiu  t*.*  -f  e  '*3,  Pianmcg  SlalemenlfaJ  Attached 

A)  Rf  I  f«MS/[)I.V  Yes  No 

N. Il.»se,  r-.il  92401  8448 

*f  •  hng  i.ijf  ir.  s  'nrij,  is  r,sf  'erjinr.'  t.  bii*  ff  is  .•eo-p'-freMcd.  The  hesring  nffirrr  wi|j 
1-1,1  i-i  min'-  whi.  ‘-ivi  •oirnirif'd  ned  tijrricct  ip.  c  iirment  sheets  before  reer>gn>z«ng 
lir-v.  t  ^  ,*bo  t.it  '-.'t  ri-.i"*  .  111  f  v 'iiir  ei.i  iper-il  I'le. 


Additional  Commenisi  positively  benefit  the  Great  Falla  cocODunicy  and 
area,  as  well  aa  Montana  itself. 

Having .  AATVeii  in  of  ay  cniinrry  and  obaervwd  dwvaf  rat  Ion 

caused  by  wars  in.  foreign  countri^.,  1  aa  determined  that  we  have  to 
ensure  our  freedom  and  deterrence  through  a  systim  such  as  the  Midgetman. 
It  is  apparent  that  others  opposed  to  the  system  feeV  it'le  very 
expensive,  which  it  is:  however,  the  price  of  freedOd  If  V't^lIanCe 
and  strength.  1  would  much  rather  fund  tlie  systea  tcT  ensure  freedom 
than  allow  our  guard  to  go  down. 

Please  (Back  me  d>pwyi  at  ^  strona  proponent  Iqc  the  Kldgciamn 
deployment  and  I  shall  welcome  it  with  open  anu^  not  onlv  because 
it  is  necessary  as  a  deterrent  system  for  National  Defense  but  also 
because  TTeel  It  will  truly  beneFTt  the  local  economy  and  lead 
to  progress  in  Montana.  i  the  determinati-^  is  made 

to  deploy/fut\d  the  Midge laan^  the  cnBnunit.s  will  ^oLi\  Lcgelhcx  in 
unity  CO  support  it.  T  was  pleaseo  to  see  the  way  Dr  Ucast  was 
seeking  to  overcome  the  significant  iiroacts  to  the  school  sysj.em 
through  cooperation  and  mitigation  and^Teel  all  will  fail  in  line 
the  sane  Tjonttve  vay.  -  _  - 


DATA  REQUIRED  HY  THE  PHIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
(S  U.S.C  552«) 

1.  Authoritv 

33  U.S.r  SSSSTa.  SS7h.  597,  709a 

2.  Principal  Purpose 

Informaiion  is  used  10  compile  mailing  lnu  for  sending  brochures  and  orher  dais  J 
concerning  the  project  to  those  who  might  be  interested.  | 

3.  Routine  Uses  | 

A.  Information  is  forwarded  lo  Federal.  State,  and  local  agencies,  and  Cormressmen. 

R.  Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  othe'  projects  in  which  the  person 
supplying  the  information  might  have  an  interest, 
r.  Information  is  compiled  in  a  Record  of  Public  Meeting  and  made  availahle  to  the  puhMc. 

D.  Names  of  people  and  Ihei*  comments  during  the  public  meefng  are  published  in  project  j 
reports.  1 

4.  Mandatory  or  Vnluo’ary  Disclosure  and  F.ffr.-t  on  Individual  Not  Providing  Informs, uin  I 

Voluntary  Faifcire  to  prov’de  the  .'nformsden  requested  could  result  m  failure  to  receive  ! 
brochures  and  notification  of  further  developments.  I 


CM 

> 

03 


cq 

> 
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DOCUMENT  12 


DOCUMENT  13 


pum.ir  HKARmcj  commknt  shkrt  • 
Smkll  irHM  Progrim 
Mnlmslrom  Air  Force  Rase,  Montana 


Hearing  Locatm 


ivrganwatvon' 
Mmling  Addrevi: 


rneeti  the  appropriate  participant  catagoryi 

Pgf,jjp  [)e»ignatrd  Representative  Private 

ttfficial  of  Private  Organization  •  Citizen'S^ 

rheck  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
rheck  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbai  comments.  > 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  CIS.  Draft  Final 


Aren  of  question  o 


mment  (rheck  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 
System  Requirements 
^  employment 
Mousing 
education 
Public  Services 
Public  Finance 
Utilities 
Transportation 
Ijind  Use 

j  Other  (please  specify)  A  ___  _ _ _ 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requ^(^  by  t  it  hear*ing^fieer>'W^  ^  ^ 

J 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  ElS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever.  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  31.  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safely 


Director  of  Knvironmental  Planning 
AFRCK  BMS/DEV 

Norto'-i  Air  Force  Rase,  ralifomia  93409-6448 


Statement(s)  Attached 
Yes  No 


*Filting  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
cal)  on  those  wno  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  >01.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


PUBLIC  HF.ARING  COMMENT  SHEFT  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  Montana 


Hearing  Locahon  ^djls  D*te  “^*7 

Name:  -  EjU)^  ^  . 

■i„iintA<u«»  1LX> Sci  ■  f-eU\s 


Check  the  ^ipropriale  participant  category: 

PuMie  Designated  Representative 


Offieta)  _ 


of  Private  Organization _ 


Private 

Citizen 


Check  her*  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Check  her#  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Check  Itere  If  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 

Check  here  If  you  wiah  to  receive  an  ElS.  _  Draft  ^ 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 

Syatem  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 


Transportation  _  Geology  and  Soils 

/V  /  Safety 

I  otfwf  (Pic***  fUfd  CajAjC^ilak^H— 

\  Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  ElS.  You  may  use  this 
stmet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  ether  format;  how¬ 
ever.  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  31,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  California  92409-6448 


Statement(s)  Attached 
Yes  No 


'Filling  out  this  form  is  iwt  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  iheae  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  14 


DOCUMENT  15 


PUBl.ir  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 

Hearing  lyocstion  Dste 

Name: 

organisation:  ...y  .  y 

M.,l,n,A«r.».  X  '  / 

S-renY/'i/J  ^ 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

PuMic  Designated  Representative 


PUBUC  HEARINO  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Proftrim 
Malmstrom  Air  Poece  Base.  Montana 


Hearing  Location  ^ 


Organizatieni 
Mallltig 


(tfficial 


of  Private  Or 


ization 


Private 

Citizen 


rheck  here  if  ■  Wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Thcrk  here  if  >•-  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments, 
f'heck  here  if  yo  i  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 

C  heck  here  if  yo  i  wish  to  receive  an  F.tS.  Draft 

Area  of  quests  .ir  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative 

Official  _  of  Private  Organisation _ 

Check  here  if  you  wlah  to  aak  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Check  here  If  you  wlah  to  offer  verbal  comments. 


Private 

Citizen 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  •  written  statement.  _ 
Check  here  if  you  wlah  to  receive  an  ElS.  _ Draft 

Area  of  queation  or  comment  (check  all  that  applylt 


Air  I  e  Policy 
Systr  Requirements 
F.mplf.  tent 
Howsi"' 

Edur.1  »n 
Public  --vices 
Public  iftiince 
IHniti: 

Trans'  ’at  ion 
Ijind 

Orhe:  ..  '"Sse  spriof^l 
,irn  in  '*•  sh«»e!  ss  re-i' 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Qualify 

Noise 

Water  Resources 

(leoliatv  and  hoils 
Safetv 


jr  ‘ert  hs  The  hesring  nffic- 

1  <1e-e»1  'P  preparation  of  the  Final  FIS.  "lou  may  use  this 
"n’s  either  in  (he  space  provided  helow  or  in  an  attached 
mav  s!sn  be  submitted  m  a  letter  or  other  formal:  how 


Air  Force  Policy 

Syatem  RequiremenU 

Easployment 

Houiing 

Education 

Public  Servicea 

Public  Finance 

UtUilles 

Trwwpertation 

Und  Uae 

Other  (pleaae  specify)  _ 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


evrr.  Ev.fnme-rs  m  s:  he  submitted  no  later  than  August  71.  19*7  and  mailed  to  the 

-y  VC  ^  ( n.  ^  t  ‘ 

H  ,J A.. .-y  - ^ 

W-i/r-v  ‘  ‘ 


Pleaae  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  ElS.  You  may  uae  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  In  a  letter  or  other  formal;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  3t,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

I  -,1  -  •('  — *  A.  «  M-  A.  f.grr  -niir^  All  (A tfVffrt  f  x  _ 

1  I  f/ie*--'’  .... 

4  mil  ..Lj^ .. 


’ 'i/^nv Planning 
At  I  l<MS/I)l  V 
N. A  -  rUsE-.  f  siif'irnia  92409  644* 

.t  11  R  f..rm  iM  r-ou’frd,  but  iT  is  recommrodpd.  The  hearing  officer  will 
hEKe  nvf'ii  have  -'•moirted  and  turned  m  -omment  sheets  before  recognizing 
iNi  t'd  fill'.  ThanV  VMii  fpi-  vfiiir  cixiperalion. 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Pw-ce  Base.  California  93409-8448 


Statement(s)  Attached 
Yea  No 


'Pilling  out  this  form  is  iMt  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  thM#  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  wYw  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  16 


DOCUMENT  17 


PUBUC  HEARING  COMMENT  EMEBT  * 

Small  ICBM  Prafram 
Malmatrom  Air  Fore#  Baaa.  Montana 

Haarfi^  Location  f^U)Dota  3^  J*Jy  *  f 

Name:  dr  has:  - 

OrgonUatUmi  _ 

Mailinf  Addma: 


iiHt  F  Em  -ps- _ 

-  UJFiA  t  I JUli^  -JATU^- 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Raprasantative 

Official  Private  Or^Mitalion  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  vertml  comments. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statamant.  _ _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  £18.  _ _  Draft 

r  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Private 

Cltlaan 


,  Pinal 


Area  of  question  o 

Air  Force  Policy 
System  Requirements 
Employment 
Housing 
Education 
Public  Services 
Public  Finance 
Utilities 
Tranaportatton 
Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hesring  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparstion  of  the  Pinal  ElS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  In  an  attached 
stetement.  Written  comments  msy  siso  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format]  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  liter  than  August  31,  1917  and  mailed  to  the 
a  below. 


ReeraatloA 

Visual  Rtaourccs 

Cultural  Resowreta 

Nativa  Amarkan  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  snd  Soils 
Safety 


.  \fU 


- 


Statement(s)  Attached 
Yes  No 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Rase.  California  93409-9449 
*Fi||ing  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  stteets  before  recognising 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  eooperstlon. 


PUBLIC  NEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 


Name: 
Organisation: 
Matling  Address: 


Hearing  Location 

iTioupf..  1*^1 

3'rClt.: 


,?..p 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative 


official 


of  Private  Organisation 


Pr'vaie 

Citixen 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  s  question  during  (he  hesring. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  s  written  statement. 
Ctwck  her*  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  ElS.  Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  ail  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Edueslion 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

Und  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  snd  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hesring  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  m  preparation  of  the  Final  FIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  beloo  of  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format:  how 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1997  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below.  ^  ut  cn 

/S  i\\  Tp»»  Ut 


id  ;r  Wi*--  frr. 

/9«LAM^ 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statemenl(s)  Attached 

AFRCF.-BMS/DEV  0^^** 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  93409  9449  ^ 

*Fiiling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  reeognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  18 


DOCUMENT  IS 


PUHl.ir  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  * 
Small  ICHM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  Muntan* 


Hearing  l.oc8liofi  (Vilt* 


naic  ;  i/ 


Organiration: 

Mailing  Address:  v 

GrtfcJ 


fdL, 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category; 

Public  Dcsigna'cd  Hepresentative 

official  nf  Private  Organmalion 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  s  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  if  vou  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  stalemcnt. 

Chenk  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  Ef'-.  Draft 

Ares  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 

Air  Force  Policy 
System  Requirements 
Employment 
Housing 
F.ducst  ion 
Puhl’c  Services 
PuMm  Finance 
(Jfilif'cs 
Transpfirtntion 
Ijind  Use 

(ither  (please  specify) 

Plcsse  t.irn  in  !his  sheel  as  requested  hy  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  wdl  be  considered  m  preparation  of  (he  Final  FIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  Ije  submitted  in  ■  letter  or  other  format;  how 
eve*.  enrnmenM  must  be  subinitled  no  later  than  August  21.  1997  and  mailed  to  the 


PUBl.ir  HEARING  COMMENT  SHFFT  • 
Small  ICBM  Prugram 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Ra.«e.  .Montana 

Hearing  I.ocalioi<i*ngg- 

Name:'"^^H,„^ 

Organiiation: 

Mailing  Address:  1 0O'4  ^5^ 

Check  th»  apprr>pr)»ie  participant  ralcgory; 


Public 

(»ff-cial 


Designa'ed  Representativ 
of  Private  Organization 


Private 

Citizen 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  subnit  a  written  statement, 
f'heck  here  »f  you  wsh  to  receive  an  ElS.  Draft 

Area  of  quesiion  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply); 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resoiirces 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Re.sourccs 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Recreation 
Visual  Resources 
Cultural  Resourees 
Native  Amrricsr.  Resources 

Hioingicai  Resource.v 

Air  Qiiaiitv 


Air  Foe»»e  Polirv 
System  Requirements 
Employment 
HOUSI  ng 
Fdoeati«>n 
Public  t^erviers 
Public  I  inance 

Utilities  Water  Resources 

Transportation  Geoiigy  and  Soils 

land  Use  Safety 

ttlher  (please  specifs) 

Please  turn  in  ‘his  shi*et  as  requosicd  hv  the  hearing  officer. 


Written  comments  wit!  be  ci-nsidered  i 
sheet  to  submit  wnller  eomments  eiti 
statement.  We.tten  eomments  nriav  ai' 
ever,  comments  must  he  submitted  n< 
address  below. 

iHiA  'itxi' 
A  wrri.^Nv^  r-t. 


'  preparation  of  the  Firai  FtS.  You  may  use  this 
er  ’h  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
i>  be  Submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  formal;  how 
liter  than  Augu't  21.  1997  .md  mailed  to  the 

*  i3  r>»a  »y.  r*e»A„' 


Af  KC  f  nvs/ni-  v 


fornia  92409  94si 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Fnviri,"mcr« 

Af  RCF  BMN/J)FV 
Norton  Air  Fo'ce  Base.  ( 


I  Planning 

il  forma  t.’lOP  n449 


Statemeflt(s)  Attached 
Yes  '  No 


•(•limg  Out  tins  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recom .nended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
c,s;(  r,n  those  wN>  have  compteted  and  turned  in  comment  .sheets  before  reeogntzl.og 
pc's-.r,  who -I'd  ~ol,  Thani,  yrjii  r.if  y.iir  r.v.pcralinn. 


:  nut  this  form  IS  r,i>t  requ  red.  but  it  is  recomr 
a  Ihose  ivh«>  have  completed  and  turned  jn  no 
IS  who  d>d  not .  Thsnk  v  ui  ^nr  sMur  co<>pe*at  u»n 


ended.  The  hearing  officer  « 
rtmert  sheets  before  reengnie 


E-70 


EV2-1/20  _  |eV2-1/18 


DOCUMENT  20 


DOCUMENT  21 


Name: 
Ofaniution: 
Maiiinc  Ad*Max 


it  tons  w 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  * 
Small  ICBM  Profram 
Maimatrom  Air  Foret  Bast.  Montana 


Hearinc  Location  D*<* 


Cheek  the  appropriate  partieipant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative 

Official  of  Private  Organisation _ 

Check  here  if  you  Miah  to  ask  a  qweetion  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. _ _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EI8. _ Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (cheek  all  that  apply): 

_  Air  Force  Policy 

_  System  Requirements 

_  Employment 

y  Housing 
Education 
Public  Services 
Public  Finance 
Utilities 
Transportation 
Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify) _ _ 


Private 

Citiaen 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Pinal  EIS.  You  may  uae  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  cither  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1917  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Oireetorof  Environments!  Plsnning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  97409-9441 


StatemenKs)  Attached 
_  Y**  ^No 


'Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  thoae  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  aheets  before  recognising 
persons  who  did  not.  Thsnk  you  for  your  cooperstlon. 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malfflstrom  Air  Force  Base.  Monlans 


Hearing  Location  . 


Date 


Name:  _ 

Organization: 

Mailing  Address:  T  O  -  .EP«-  L2ife7  . 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Designated  Representative 
of  Private  Organization _ 


Public 

Official 


Private 
Citizen  ^ 

Check  here  if  you  wiMt  to  ask  a  quesiton  during  the  hearing. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  state^nt. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  Draft  >/  Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safely 


_  Air  Force  Policy 
~~  System  Requirements 

_ Employment 

_ Housing 

'  Education 

Public  Services 

_ Public  Finance 

Utilities 
Transportation 
Land  Use 

_ ' _ Other  (please  specify) 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sbeet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21.  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

_ TiiL.  ^AXiruL^ 

A  _ 

.  .  _ _ _  _ .  -  _ 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  California  924(I9'844B 


Statement(s)  Attached 
Yes  No 


'Filling  out  this  form  is  nM  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  thoae  who  have  cotnpieled  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  22 


DOCUMENT  2: 


PUBLIC  HEARINO  COMMENT  SHEET  * 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Rase.  Montana 


Hearing  l.ocation  <rr*4r  ^d^J^Date  ^/t4./ 


Name: 

Ofgsniration: 
Mailing  Address: 


ration 

-'MV  M 


Name: 

Organisation:  _ 

Mailing  Adibess:  ,1^  ?_<a 


PUBLIC  HEARINC  COMMENT  SHEET  • 

Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  Montana 

Hearing  Location 

Vs^  --  -  - - - 


•T 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative 

Official  of  Private  Organization 

rneck  nere  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  [check  all  that  apply): 


--WCV  - 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 


Private 

Citizen 


Public  Designated  Representative 

Official _  of  Private  Organization _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  The  hearing. 

Check  h'  *e  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Private 
Citiaen  ^ 


Air  Force  Policy 
System  Requirements 
Employment 
Housing 
Education 
Public  Services 
Public  Finance 
Utilities 
Transportation 
Land  Use 

Other  (please  spe«”ifv) 

Please  turn  m  this  sheet  as  requesiert  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  he  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comirents  either  in  the  spare  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  mav  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever.  ciimmen’s  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21.  1987  and  mailed  to  the 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Re.sources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


_  Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 
Employment 

_ Housing 

Education 
Public  Services 
Public  Finance 
Utilities 
Transportation 
Und  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 

Please  tom  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  (he  Final  FIS.  You  may  jsc  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  sttached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format:  how 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  2).  1987  and  mailed  tr  the 
address  below.  ^ 

3  i.W  AU  ,  U.'Ua.ci  Ut.u.l-.\t. 

LayCM>^c>w'l 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCEBMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Rase.  California  92409  6448 


StatemenT(s)  Attai-hed 
Yes 


•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hcar'ng  officor 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  commerl  sheets  before  recogn- 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  coopermion, 


E-71 


EV2-1/24  _ |eV2-1/22 


DOCUMENT  24 


PUBUC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 

Small  ICBM  Program 
Malnslrom  Air  For««  Baae,  Montana 

Hearing  LocatloTt^p^*^ ^  Date 

;  <1  UMJUkt^ _ 

Organiution:  .  _  _  _  .  .  _  .  _ _ 

Mailing  Addresu  ^JS  1 - 


Cnech  the  appropriate  partioipant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative  Private  < 

Official  of  Private  Organization  _  _  Citizen  ^ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing,  _ _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  eommenls.  _  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft  ^  Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

t-14ucstion 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

[.and  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soila 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  *  e  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  198?  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statcfflent(s)  Attached 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV  _  Yes _ No 

Horton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-8448 
*Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  26 


PUBUC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  * 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmsirom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 


Hearing  (vocation  _  _ 0 


Organization: 
Mailing  Address: 


•3s_o<>  A 

4^0J!SA!r 


^cHOe' _ _  . 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representaiive  Priv 

Official  _  of  Private  Organization  _  Citi 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  Draft  Final 

Area  of  question  nr  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Private 
Citizen  ^ 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Einploymafti 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

I.and  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Rtological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Wsi«r  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safely 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  prepararfon  of  the  Final  EIS,  You  may  use  iWe 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever.  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Director  of  Fnvir,.r''ne''tal  Planning 
AFRCK  DMS/DEV 

Horton  Air  Force  Dase.  f'alifornia  92409  844| 


Statement(a)  Attached 
Yet  No 


•f.j.'irg  />.,f  this  form  it  no!  required,  but  It  j$  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
Cl  I  on  those  who  nave  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
pf 'vms  who  did  not .  Thank  vou  fo*  vour  cooperat  ion. 


DOCUMENT  26 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 

Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmttrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 

Hearing  Location  Fa//t  _  Date  J  Jj  ^2. 

R»fcef4'  J  .  _ _ _ _  _ 


Organitatioo: 
Mailing  AdBreaa: 


_ 4 

Gritaj-. 


6  ?^ 

air^rn  1  •  _  A'J 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative  Private  y 

Offteiai _  of  Private  Organization _  Citizen  yT 

Cheek  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. _ 

Cheek  here  If  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft  _  Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (cheek  all  that  apply): 

_ Air  Force  Policy  _ _  Recreation 

_ System  Requirements  _  _  Visual  Resources 

_ Employment  __  _  Cultural  Resources 

_ Housing  _  Native  American  Resources 

_  Education  _ Biological  Resources 

_ PuMic  Services  _  Air  Quality 

_  _  Public  Finance  _ _  Noise 

Utilities  _ _ Water  Resources 

_ Transportation  _ Geology  and  Soils 

_ I -and  Use  _  Safety 

_  Other  (pleas*  specify) _ _  _  _ _ _  _ 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  cither  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  Ister  than  August  2t,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

aC  'iLa  S'**!!  )C.S^  . 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statement(B)  Attached 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV  _  Yes  _ No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-8448 
*FitMng  out  this  form  Is  1^  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  offiecr  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  For  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  2: 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  * 

Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrem  Air  Force  Base.  Montana 

Hearing  Lccstion  Date  7/ 7 

Name:  . . 

Organizstion: _ _ _ 

Mailing  Address:  _  _ 

^^pz.^  JlfiT' .  -  - _ 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative  Private 

Official  of  Private  Organization _  Citizen 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing- 
check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbel  comments. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  j 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  Draft  ^  Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  Irheck  all  that  apply): 

_ Air  Force  Policy  _  Recreation 

_  System  Requirements  Visual  Resources 

Employment  Cultural  Resources 

Housing  Native  American  Resources 

Education  Biological  Resources 

Public  Services  Air  Quality 

_  Public  Finance  Noise 

Utilities  Water  Resources 

Transportation  Geologv  and  .toils 

l,and  Use  Safels 

nther  (please  specify: 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever.  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  tum  August  21.  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

J  *9?/  iC-f, 

.  X  tk'kAK  uuif} 

‘SWva.i’^c- 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statement(s)  Attached 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV  Yes  y  No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  ral'fomia  92409  *441 
•Filling  out  this  form  it  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
rail  on  thoae  who  have  completed  and  turned  n.  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  co<iperation. 


Recrettion 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geologv  and  .toils 
SafetN 


E-72 


91/1 -lAa  I  9Z/I-ZAa 


DOCUMENT  28 


DOCUMENT  29 


PUHl.ir  KKARIN(;  C<IMMKNT  SlU'KT  • 
SitihII  K'UM  i’rogrtim 
Malmstrom  Air  Korce  Hase,  Montana 


PUBLIC  HKARING  COMMKNT  SHtKT  • 
Small  tCBM  Program 
MalRisTrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 


(irgani/alimi: 
Mailing  Address: 


/'-.V 


Hearing  l4>catiofl  /Sr/5 

Name: 

Organization:  AxjXK...  ar.  /zci  ^ 

Mailing  Address:  MCTf'  ^  jf*-* 

Mf. 


1 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

PiiDlie  IVsignatcd  Hepresenlative 

orticial  of  Private  Organization 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  KIS.  Draft 


Private 

Ciliaen 


Final 


question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 
Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements  _ 

Employment 
Mousing 
Education 
Public  Services 
Public  Finance 
Utilities 
Transportation 
I,and  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  offi^r. 


Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever.  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  19B7  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative  Private 

Official  of  Private  Organization  Citizen 

Cheek  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _  Draft  _  Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 

Air  Force  Policy 
J  ^  System  Requirements 

2 _ Employment 

_ Housing 

y _ Education 

Public  Services 
Public  Finance 
Utilities 
Transportation 

_ Land  Use 

_ Other  (please  specify) 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever.  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1997  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE'BMS/DF.V 

Norton  Air  Force  Rase.  California  924I19-644B 


Statement(s)  Attached 
No 


•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recogni  .ig 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCF.-BMS/DF.V 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  California  92409-6449 


Statement(s)  Attached 
Yes  No 


•Pilling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  30 


DOCUMENT  31 


PUBl.lC  HF.ARIKO  COWMF.NT  SHF.F.T  • 
Small  (CBM  Program 
Malmsirom  Air  Force  Hase.  Montana 

Hearing  Date 

/t^yjfTsr 


Name:  _  .  twft.nr’ — 

Organization:  Am  /’i 

Mailing  Address:  o.  ‘Syjc 


ifyttSdfr- 


Private 

Citizen 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative 

official  of  Private  Organization 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  F.IS.  Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 

Air  Force  Policy 
System  Requirements 
Employment 
Housing 
F.ducation 
Public  Services 
Public  Finance 
Utilities 
Transportatwin 
Ijtnd  Use 
Other  (please  specify) 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  hy  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  eorsidcrerf  m  preparation  of  the  Final  F.IS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  enme  .>nts  either  in  the  spaee  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
sialemenl.  Written  comment',  mas  uSo  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  .  .her  format;  how 
eve*,  eommeets  must  tw  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1997  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Hiological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safely 


er-y? 


/ 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malfflstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 

Hearing  Location  ^  Date  _ 

/l _ _ _ 

Organization: _  _  _ _ _  _ _  .  _ 

Mailing  Address: 

^ ^  .... . 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative 

Official  _  of  Private  Organization 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 

Air  Force  Policy 
System  Requirements 
_  Employment 
_  Housing 

F4ucation 

Public  Services 
Public  Finance 
Utilities 
Transportation 
t.and  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  t.s  requested  hy  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  FiS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format:  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  he  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1997  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Private  , 
Citizen 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safely 


Ai 


.1 ' 


1. 


tf  f.t 


l)tre<M'.r  nf  h  rvi*'ir  T 
Al  lit  I  vtMh/l-H  \ 

N>  Ai*  Fnrnr  Ua- 


F-ntal  Planning 


Statementls)  Attached 


Tmcnded.  The  hearing  officer  will 
comment  sheets  before  recognizing 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE  BMS/DEV 

Horton  Air  Force  Rase,  raiifornia  921' 
•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  hut  it  i«  re 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  ' 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  ynu  for  y-our  eooperai 


StatemenKs)  .Altaobeil 
Yes  No 


'Tipnded,  The  hesr'rg  . 
nmnl  «Seets  he'  -e  i 


E-73 


OE/l-ZAa  ZE/l-ZAa 


DOCUMENT  32 


DOCUMENT  33 


PUHUC  HEARIMG  COMMENT  SHEET  * 

Small  IC0M  Pro^m 
Maimstroffl  Air  For««  Bm.  Montana 

Hearing  Location  _ Dnie 

Namei  - -  _  _ - - - - 

Organitatioo:  .  f~\A v<  »<><  _ 

Mailing  A<jdr*»a:  f'-O  .  .  _ 

^  -•2h>a _ 

Cheek  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative  .  Private 

Official  of  Private  Organization  _  Citizen 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  n^fer  vertwl  comments.  _ _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  /y  Draft  _ Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 

SbmH  ICBM  Program 
Malmatram  Air  Force  Baae.  Montana 

Haaring  Location  Date  ^  ^ 

Name:  ^  _ _  __  _  _ 

Organization: _ _  _  _ _  _ 

Maiting  Addreaa:  ^  C  /  ^  ^  ^  _ _ _ 

y  _S'3  _ 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Desi^ated  Representative  Private  w 

Official _  of  Private  Organization  _  _  Citizen  ^ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wiah  to  offer  verbal  commenta.  _  _  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wiah  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ ~ _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  -Ap  Draft  '  Final 
Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  ail  that  appiyh 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


Recreation 
Visual  Resources 
Cultural  Resources 
Native  American  Resources 
Biological  Resources 
Air  Quality 
Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

Uhd  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


Recrettion 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 


Please  turn  In  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 


1 


Written  Comments  will  be  considered  in  (reparation  of  '.he  Final  EiS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  In  the  apace  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  al.so  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 


1 


Written  comments  wi|)  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  s  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  2t,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
addreu  below. 


Director  of  Environmental  Plannirig 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Rase,  California  93499-8448 


StBtement(s)  Attached 
Yes  No 


'Filling  Out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  it  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  reeognizlrtg 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  California  92409-8441 


Statementfa)  Attached 
Yea  V  No 


‘Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  34 


DOCUMENT  3 


PUBLIC  HEARINr,  COKVENT  SHEET  • 

Small  ICBM  Program 
Mtimstrom  Air  Force  Bate,  Montana 

Hearing  {.ocation  Date 

Names  ^  -  _  ..  .  - .  .  ... 

Organization:  . .  ...  ....  .  _ .  .  _ _ 

Mailing  Add'css:  SCY  YlL  .  /V  _ _ _  _ 

yZ//j  _ _ _  . 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative  Private 

Official  of  Private  Organization  _  _  Citizen  »<» 

Check  here  if  you  wiah  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _ 

rheck  here  if  you  with  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ _ 

Check  here  if  you  wiah  to  receive  an  EIS.  ArL  Draft  Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply) 

N  ^  k  Air  Force  Policy  0''  _§*► 

System  Requirements  _ 

Employment 
Housing 
Edocatior. 

Public  Services 
Public  Finance 
Utilities 
Transportation 
(.and  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 

Please  (urn  in  this  sheet  as  reque.sted  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provid<  i  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  subm'tted  no  later  than  August  31,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
addres-s  below. 

1  I''  C. T  r'’ 

.  I  '  ^  "  *f^¥^  _ 

€.  I  <0  «.„./*?  y  *  C/.>0 


3  I  '  ./  ■*>  wa  C>*'seEr  ,  .  ... 

Mai)  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statemcnt(s)  Attached 

AFHCi:  (IMS/DKV  Yes  No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-8448 
•Filling  Out  this  form  is  not  required,  hut  It  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheeta  before  r^eogntring 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


Recreation  ^ 

Visual  Resources 
Cultural  Resources 
Native  American  Resources 
Biological  Resources 
Air  Quality 
Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  * 

Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 

Hearing  Location  mi'-..  0*te  i'  / 

Name:  .  _ _  . 

Organization: _ . .  (^J^££JC  .  ./QajUCM.  • _  . 

Mailing  Address:  J-hsA  AJq  _ 

I  n  Lt  • _ Af^» 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category; 


Public 

Official 


Designated  Representative 
of  Private  Organization  SMM' 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 


CJteck  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  yc  Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (rheck  all  that  apply): 

_ Air  Force  Policy 

_ System  Requirements 

Employment 
Housing 
EdtN'ation 
Public  Services 
Public  Finance 

_ “  Utilities 

Transportation 
Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  m  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  31,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

7  I  _g  Ji. 

vQtfUaiifcC-*  / C.%  S4^  . 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Stttement(s)  Attached 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV  Yes  No 

Horton  Air  Force  Base,  ralifomia  92409  8448 
•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  hut  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  wii! 
Cell  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


E-74 


EV2-1/36  f  ^1 EV2-1/34 


DOCUMENT  36 


DOCUMENT  37 


HL'HI.IC  IIKARIN(;  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICRM  Procrttm 
Malmatrom  Air  Force  Base.  Montana 


Hearinif  l^ation 

Name: 

Organijstion: 

M»il>n{{  Address: 


D...  7 7 


r-z-'/jiU _ 

Mmoriate  oartieioant  catesorv: 


Private 

Citizen 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 
puhiir  Oesignated  Represental 

ttffi'ial  of  Private  Organization'^ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  st^ement. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 

Air  Force  Policy 
System  Requirements 
Employment 
' — -.4  Housing 
Education 
Public  Services 
Public  Finance 
Utilities 
Transportation 
i,and  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  ttow- 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safely 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statement(s)  Attached 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV  _  Yes  _  No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-6448 
■Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 

Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 

Hearing  Location  Grtfat  Falls  Date  22  July  87 

Name:  _ Diana  S.  Talcott 

Organization:  _  _  .  _  _ _  _  . 

Mailing  Address: 


Private 

Citizen 


2004  1st  Ave.  S. 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 


Public 

Official 


Designated  Representative 
of  Private  Organization _ 


Cheek  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  t*re  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS. _ Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


A 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

Lam)  Use 

Other  (please  speeify)_ 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

The  Air  Force  statea  that  the  aubTatJt  propoaal  will  heve  poaxtiv,* 
economic  effects  for  our  area,  currently  the  State  financeg  are 

in  the  red. _ T^e  State  recently  has  required  State  building  permits 

for  military  construictioir^  Now  the  federal  government  has  a  suit 
“state  for  this^fe^ififement."' 


This  shows  to  fie  That'  the 
help  the  econumicB  of  the  area. 

just  by  -the 


as 


Of  the  thousands  of  military  personnel  who  will  be  moving  to  the 
area,  few  will  be  educated,  nature  officer  types.  Most  will  be 
Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statement(s)  Attached 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV  _  Ye*  _  Mo 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  California  92409-6448 
■Pilling  out  this  form  is  ^  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  wilt 
cal)  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  37 


3  I 
*  I 

5  I 

6 


8 


Additional  Comments:  carefree,  immature  16-,  19-  and  20-year  olds. 
This  will  cause  an  ihcre'ase  In  speeding,  burglary,  partying.' 

rental  housing,  persons  will  move  into  the  area  from  out  of _ 

town'  looking  for  the  "n«'w'‘j'obs “ . _ Some'wi  11  be  transient, 

..It.  will  Jiot  make.  araKi,^,  aecure 

Neither  will  adding  more  weapons  to  the  world  arsenal  make  _ 
a  stable, 'secure  environment,  it^^^ili’dcr'just  the  opposite. 

T  question  the  slrtctjYiEJ^' 
this  EIS..  It  is  dishonesty 
contractor  writing  the  EIS. 

Tt  lowS'.'S  Ila  crcJIBlTIty 


DOCUMENT  3 

.^7 


have  a  division  of  a  defense 
it  Is  a  conflict 
omple tely . 


_ _ _ ^tecest.  _ 

HupeiuITy .  if~anJt;her 


CTS  needs  to  be  done  witTlIn  a  year,  ODjective  peo^e'wiTTBe" 
talie  key  roles.. jn_its  development. _ 


/\fQlE-iy/^s/D£i/ 


DATA  REQUIRED  BY  THE  PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
(S  U.S.C  562s) 

Authority 

33  U.S.C  $SSS7b,  557b.  597,  709s 
PrincipsI  Purpose 

Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  sending  brochures  and  other  data 
concerning  the  project  to  those  who  might  be  interested. 


Routin 


Us< 


Information  is  forwarded  In  Federal.  Stale,  and  local  agencies,  and  Congressmen. 

FI.  Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  other  projects  In  which  the  person 
stippiying  the  irformaliort  might  have  an  interest. 

C .  Information  is  compiled  m  a  Record  of  Public  Meeting  and  made  available  to  the  public. 

D-  Nam^s  of  people  and  their  comments  during  the  public  meeting  are  published  In  project 
repf)rts. 

Mandatory  or  Voluntary  Disclosure  and  Effect  on  Individual  Not  Providing  Information 

Voluntary  Failure  to  provide  the  information  requested  could  result  In  failure  to  receive 
brochures  and  notification  of  further  developments. 


^  7  ' 


E-75 


EVZ-t/39 _ _ _  '  “  I EV2-1/38 


DOCUMENT  39 


PU8Ur  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
^...•11 ICBM  Proft^am 
Maimstrom  Air  Porca  Base.  Montana 


Kearinc  Location  £.  Dale  t  *-  f") 

Name:  _ _ _ 


Orfanijation:  _ _ _  _ _ 

Mailing  AcMreas:  9^  ir  £  t  / 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designaietl  Representative  Private 

Official  of  Private  Orfaniiatlon _  Citiaen 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft  _ _ Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 

Air  Force  Policy  _ Recreation 

System  Requirements  _ Visual  Resources 

_  Employment  _ Cultural  Resources 

Housing  _ _  Native  American  Resources 

^  Education  . ,  . Biological  Resources 

Public  Services  _ Air  Quality 

_ Public  Finance  _ Noise 

Utilities  _  Water  Resources 

^  Transporlalion  _ Geology  and  Soils 

*’  _  1-and  Use  _ _ Safely 

Other  (please  specify)  _ _ _  _ _ _ _ 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  Ai^ust  21.  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

/JT  if-  . 

I- ■*V  Au  /r 

CiXtA'T  A  Fr  J  ^ 

bott.  •*:  T  A'  .  Z'  f*"*-*. 

hix-il  _ fir.sr’.  ./"A: 4 _ _ _ _ _ _ 

If  _W-xS^g.c. n..  f^Ar _ ■Sc  KW.R  .. 

<£  SL'.i  -J-t — 

Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statement(a)  Attached 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV  _  Yes  No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  California  92409-6448 
'Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  ia  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 
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Additional  Commenta: 
,>fi  Ci’-n — ag£ 


A«.w_  rA-j__a.wArf. 


eg.  rAe  ri...r  .  r  /Tw«.t- 


r>w_ 


_^r  1’'  .(i 


•C 


/lAA 


r< 


yg-^r.  ^  CIV" 

Ksr  e<^cF7»r<  AttU_  f=^*y  /<wcc 

/V  r4<.  e.;y. _ .  ..  _ _ 


DATA  REQUIRED  BY  THE  PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
(5  U.S.C  SS2a) 


Authority 
32  U.S.C 


SSSS?a.  SS7b,  S97,  709a 


Principal  Purpose 

information  it  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  tending  brochures  and  other  data 
concerning  the  project  to  those  who  might  be  interested. 


Routine  Uses 

A.  Information  la  forwarded  to  Federal.  State,  and  local  agenciei,  and  Congrcaamen. 

B.  Information  Is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  other  projects  in  which  the  person 
supplying  the  information  might  have  an  interest. 

C.  Information  is  compilad  in  a  Record  of  Public  Meeting  and  made  available  to  the  public. 

D.  Names  of  people  and  their  comments  duri'^  the  public  meeting  are  p:R>lished  In  project 
reports. 


Mandatory  or  Voluntary  Disclosure  and  Effect  on  IndivKlual  Not  Providing  Information 

Voluntary  '  Failure  to  provide  the  information  requested  could  result  In  failure  to  receive 
brochures  and  notification  of  further  developments. 


DOCUMENT  40 


DOCUMENT  40 


STATtMiHT  Of  ^ILCIIOS';, 

Oneral  Coetse^  Deputy  Chief  of  Staff  at  SAC,  spoke  at  a 
luncheon  in  Billinqs  last  Friday.  He  stated  that  the  same  ICBM 
wepons  systems  had  been  deployed  for  tvo  generations  and  that, 
even  though  we  have  proud  and  able  military  personnel,  that  the 
United  States  must  provide  our  servicemen  with  the  newest 
technology  available.  As  he  said,  despite  many  modifications 
to  these  old  weapons  systems,  you  "can  squeeze  just  so  much 
juice  out  of  an  apple.” 

I  agree  that  our  servicemen  are  courageous.  1  also 
believe  that  they  should  never  be  sent  into  battle  without 
adequate  weaponry.  But  that  is  beside  the  point  when  we  start 
talking  about  a  dangerous  new  system  of  intercontinental 
ballistic  missiles.  When  generals  begin  comparing  nuclear 
weapons  to  apples,  I  wonder  who  the  fruitcakes  really  arc. 

These  new  missiles  would  bring  a  few  new  jobs,  but  not  for 
very  long.  They  will  also  bring  a  lot  of  people  who  won't  stay 
but  who  will  stir  things  up  plenty  while  they  are  here,  who 
needs  more  crime?  The  jail  in  Great  Falls  Is  already  full  -- 
whcie  will  we  put  the  new  law-breakersV  What's  going  to  happen 
if  we  expand  our  local  school  systems  and  governments  to  take 
care  of  this  false  and  temporary  economic  growth?  More  painful 
cutbacks  an<l  unemployment.  I  suggest  that,  if  the  government 
wants  to  pump  money  into  our  economy,  they  should  find  a  better 
way . 


These  new  nisailes  are  dangerous  and  not  just  when  they 
ere  fired.  At  least  one  of  then  will  be  on  the  road  every  day. 
They  will  travel  in  vehicles  over  a  hundred  feet  long  and 
fourteen  feet  wide.  They  will  travel  in  all  kinds  of  weather 
at  all  times  of  the  day  --  and  the  Air  Force  is  proud  of  that. 
I'm  not  proud  of  all  the  deaths  that  will  occur  from  these 
monsters  traveling  on  our  highways. 

In  commenting  on  the  age  of  the  Minatema.i  missile  systems 
last  Friday,  General  Goetze  asked  a  rhetorical  question.  He 
asked  *what  other  profession  requires  its  members  to  use  2S 
year  old  tools?”  I  have  an  answer.  The  profession  of  Citizen 
must  use  a  system  of  laws  that  is  nearly  200  years  old.  We  can 
speak  out  because  the  Constitution  gives  us  the  tool  of  free 
expression.  But  it  cannot  work  if  we  do  not  use  it.  So  let's 
stop  this  silly  plan  to  cart  missiles  on  trucks  around  on  our 
highways.  l.«t  the  trucks  roam  around  Washington,  D.C.  or  New 
York  City  if  these  new  missiles  are  so  great. 


C4 

> 

U 


E-76 


EV2-1/41 


DOCUMENT  41 


DOCUMENT  42 


JHIHI.IC  11J:aRIN<:  rovMKNT  SHKKT  • 
Sm*ll  ICHM  Program 
Maimstrom  Air  force  Hase.  Montana 


:  t.  Date  y-iy-lyu? 


Oryani/ation: 

V  .ihng  Aflrtresa: 


Ui 


rheck  “he  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  IVsigrtated  Repreaenttliwe 

orr  cial  of  Private  Organuation 

Cnecli  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  queation  during  the  hearing. 
Cncck  here  If  vou  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Cheek  here  if  VDii  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  > 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  RII>.  Draft 


Private 

Citiaen 


lent  (check  all  that  apply): 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  (Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
(leologV  and  Soils 


1 
2 
1  I 


Air  force  Policy 
System  Requirements 
KmpKiymcnt 
Housng 
Kducation 
Public  Services 
Public  finance 

Otilit'CK 
TransphT’.ation 

l.and  l,se  Sa  ety 

ttiher  (please  specify) 

Please  turn  in  th-s  sheet  as  requesterl  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  final  fIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  formal:  how¬ 
ever.  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

;■*  vrlilr,*.-  1;.  rupport  of  the  sdr He,  the  cmU  li.tercor.tlnental 
}  Tl-.-f')  ar.d  the  Hard  .  orlle  Launcherr  '.be  Itr  force 

\t  dolr^t  a  'Uper  Jol  ir.  Teniral  KQriar.a.  envlroaanial  lapact  Is  very 

little  -tra  your  perror.nel  are  eery  prefer  •  loral,  ard.are  kee.pic&.A  low 
profllr. .  Tbe  econoalc  lapact  ot.  .er.tral  f.or.tai.a  will  be  a  tl^  Aict*  t.^Aded 
loo't.  I'*  cof.ceri.ed  about  extra  traffic  or.  the  road  to  ilreai  failr.  f.ayb* 
A  'altlllc  nkSlhlenance  faclllly  at  Lewl'lbwr.  wouTJ  help  ihai  pro\lea.  !t 


would  alri 


a.',  ftort  jobr 


the  Lewlrtowr.  coa«uf.ityt 


Director  of  fnv;ri)rmi"it.s!  Planning 
AfRCf  RMS/Df.V 

N'lrton  Air  force  Base.  California  92409-6440 


Slatementfs)  Attached 
Yes  No 


•filiihg  out  this  form  is  not  required,  hut  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  m  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
pe.'sons  who  did  n«t.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


PUBLIC  HKARINO  COMMENT  SMffT 
Small  ICHM  Program 
Malmslrom  Air  force  Base,  Montana 


Name: 


Hearing:  I^ation  ^  Si 


.miana  j  ^ 


Organization: 

Mailing  Address:  T 

rneek  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative 

official _  of  Private  Organization _ 

Cheek  here  if  you  wiah  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  if  you  wiah  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 

Cheek  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _  Draft 

Ares  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 

Air  Force  Policy 

^ _ System  Requirements 

Employment 
Housing 
Education 
Public  Services 

_  _  Public  Finance 

~  _  Utilities 

Transportation 
l.and  Use 
Other  (please  specify) 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Private 

Citizen  _ 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
(Ecology  and  Soils 
Safety 


r/a-Cc  4- 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statement(s)  Attached 

AfRCE-B.MS/DEV  _  Yes  _ No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  California  92409-6448 
•Filling  out  this  ^orm  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  43 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 

Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 

Hearing  Location  tM:  $'A^4Date 

Name;  'Vvl'l.  _  . 

Organization:  ^  ^ . . . . 

Mailing  Addres..-  ^  ^  i  ..  7  ^  _ _  .  _. 

/,:r  .  . 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative  Prii 

Offioiai  of  Private  Organization  Cit 

Check  here  >f  you  wish  to  ask  a  quest -on  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  Draft  Final 


DOCUMENT  - 

PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 

.Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  Montana 

Hearing  Location  Dale 

Name:  -77400/4-^- 

Ofganizatio.*; 

Mailing  Address;  77^ 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 


Designated  Represent; 
of  Private  Organizatir 


Public 
Official  X 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  a.sk  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  Draft 


Area  of  questio 


mment  .check  all  that  apply): 


Area  of  question  n 


ni  (check  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 

Syile  m  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Uliliiies 

Transportation 

l.and  Use 

fjthcr  (please  specify) 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 

(ienlogy  and  Soils 
Safely 


Recreation 
Visual  Resources 
Cultural  Resources 
Native  American  Resources 
Biological  Resources 
Air  Quali'y 


Water  Resources 

Ceoli.igv  and  Soils 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  m  preparation  of  the  Final  FIS.  Ycu  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  m  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format:  how¬ 
ever.  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21.  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  beloi 


Jdress  below  a  , 

X-OH  ./U\sX^  ''•■i-', 


.  djoJUJU.  . 


-Aai 


.  !• 


2^1  JUm.,  V. 


Atr  Force  Policy 
System  Requirements 
Employment 
Housing 
Fducation 
Public  Services 
Public  finance 
Utilities 
Transpr.rtation 

Ijind  t'se  Safety 

t)ther  (please  specify) 

P.ease  turn  in  this  sheet  as  reqursfetJ  hv  the  hearing  efricr*. 

Written  comments  will  t>e  cons’derpd  in  prepsrst  inn  of  the  final  FIS-  Yo 
sheet  1,1  submit  w'llten  commen*y  ettcep  m  the  space  prcyided  below  or 
statement.  Written  commenty  mas  also  t)e  Mihmitted  m  a  ietter  or  other 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  late*  t*’an  \ug-ast  21.  198T  and 
add*ess  below, 

P-c  c3r •  “ —  /, 

s  ^  i  5"  <mx. 

J  ^  /Y.  »  AISb>  -y4io 

iSr  Y 

4^^  f/Y  ''IF 

X)t  t'ttYYYfC 


'M- 


-r^  j»lf 


AfRCf  HMS/DKt. 


e'^ial  Planning 

ie.  California  9240%  6448 


StatemenHs)  Attached 
Yes  No 


t  required,  but  it  is  re. 
orrple'ed  and  turned  i 
I  V')i>  for  voijr  cr.operat 


ommende.f-  The  hearing  officer  wiH 
I  comment  sheets  before  pecogniring 


E-77 


KV2-1/45  3  £  F.V2-1/43 


POBIAC  HKARINU  COHMeWT  9HEET  • 
Sm»l)  ICBM  fracrsm 
Mslfflitroffl  Air  Fore*  B«*«.  Montana 


DOCUMENT  45 


/ *(4 


Off  anizatlOA: 
Mailinf  A(t4r«u: 


Htaring  Location 

'i*/  i**^^*'-^*. 

idVifry 

UmrrMi,  nr  ti-tsj 


'Mf 


Chech  the  appfupriatr  swrticipanl  catagorys 
Puhhc  Orsignaiad  R»pr«aefitativ« 

off'Ciai  of  Private  Organitation 

Cheoii  here  if  you  vtiah  lu  ash  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

Chech  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comment*. 

Chech  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 

Chech  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  KIS.  Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (chech  all  that  apply): 

Air  force  Policy  Recreation 

System  Requirements 
^  *  Kmployment 
Housing 
Kduration 
Public  Services 
Public  Finance 
Utilities 
Transportation 
Land  Use 
ftther  (plea.se  specify) 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  he  cunsirtered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  FIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  eiii.er  in  the  space  provided  helow  or  tn  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  aisn  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  198?  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

■f  .C  e-  -  * .  • 


Private 

Citixen 


Visual  Resources 
Cultural  Resources 
Native  American  Resources 
Rlological  Resources 
Air  Quality 
Noiac 

Water  Resources 
(ieology  and  Soita 
Safety 


Director  of  Knvironmenta*  Planning 
AFRTF  HMS/DKV 

Norton  Air  Force  ftase.  California  92409  S448 


Statemenifs)  Attached 
Yes  No 


•filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  It  'S  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  w<» 
call  on  thfjse  who  have  completed  and  turned  m  comment  sheets  before  recggnirirtg 
pervihs  who  did  not.  Thanh  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  46 


PUBLIC  HEARINC:  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICHM  Program 
Malmstroffl  Air  Force  Base,  Muolana 

Hearing  l.<»cation 

Name: 

Organization:  ^ 

Mailing  Address:  ■■  r>v  62  fa 

i. 

Chech  ttie  appropriate  participant  category: 

PubiiP  DcMgnaled  Representative 

official  of  Private  ffrganizktion 

Chech  here  if  you  wish  to  ash  a  question  during  the  hewing.  X 
Chech  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comment*. 

<  hcca  nere  if  you  wish  to  submit  s  written  ststemOTt. 

Draft 


Private 
C  itizen 


e  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS. 

Area  <-.i  question  or  comment  ichech  ali  that  apply): 


r.f.Y- 


Air  force  policy 
System  Requirements 
F.ifiptovment 
Housing 
f. ducat  >n 

Pubi  c  Services 

APubl.c  Fioance 

UKiil'Cs 

Transpur'ai-i'i 
5^  f.anr;  L'*c 

/  Other  (please  spe.-  f  ^  , 


Recreation 
Visual  Resources 
Cultural  Resources 
Native  American  Res'iurces 

Hiologica;  Nesoucci-1 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Reviurces 
C,ei,l>gy  and  S>.ls 
Safely 


I'.ei 


*  turn  11 


s  sheet  as  req.iestert  h»  'he  hear  sg  offieer. 


Written  commects  w.:.  rie  .•or..,iie»e'1 
sneet  to  sobTlt  written  c<,,m-»e'-:»  e-1 
statement.  Written  conmc-’.  may  a 

eve',  cimmer.ts  c  i.s*  he  sutimitted  • 
address  oelow. 


'  preparat  on  •>'  *he  final  f'!S.  You  may  use  this 
er  in  the  spare  pru.ided  below  of  in  an  attached 
o  be  sjorndted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how 
iater  than  August  21.  1987  and  maned  to  'he 


Man  to:  Director  of  f  nvirocmentai  Planning 

At  H'  f  HMVDf  V 
S  .rtor.  A  r  force  Rase.  Califomia  92409  8448 
♦filling  out  tcts  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
cH.i  on  those  who  nave  completed  and  turned  m  comment  sheela  before  recognt/ing 
pe'virs  who  di  t  no!.  Than*  vu  fc»  v nur  riviperat  I'lr, 


DOCUMENT  47 


l-l,  III.IC  HI  AHINC  f  tiVVf  ST  Mlf  f  r  • 
Small  ICHM  I'rogr.rn 
Mairrstfii:::  Aif  force  ilasr.  M  .-.taiia 


Ifeanng  (.Cicsfio- 

-1  V''-’*  V<-  •. 


7-/6  j ; 


M:>  .  •'  <  tddress; 


nr. , 

/  r-  . 


»•:  Ill.tr  H)./Srv  Nt;  COMMf  NT  Miff  7 
Small  li  HM  rrograr, 
Malfhsirom  Air  forre  Hasr.  M.intan. 

/  I 

Heari'ig  l.ocatKifi 

,  4 


DOCUMENT  4 

/ 


5  VP5  ■ 


f'S'e  par’icip-tC  ca'rgory; 

Designaird  Kepres. 


,  as*  s  q.,estiMn  dut'fg  t'e  hcsrihg. 
•i  i.ffr*  verbal  ci.mmerts. 


•he  appr'-pria’r  partic.pa.n!  categ'irs; 


X 


>  here  d  V 


Dcsigna’ert  Representative 
•»f  t^rgahi/atior 

■1  as»  «  quest  ''•fi  during  *• 
r.  off#'  veftiai  C'.mmerls, 

I.  s'.tiif :!  a  wM'ten  s'atemer*. 
n  rerr  ve  BP  f  iS.  I)“afl 


•ha'  app  v); 


Air  t  -rcc  P'lticv 
Sys'c’  Nec,i.'rer-t 


Recreation 
V's.iai  Resources 

I  .rai  HrSo.,fces 

Sa'  I  ve  .r-i*  Kesoorre  , 

II  i.;-  f Hr-.o’j'c»--. 

A  ■  W.i  ’V 


r-  rearing  ff.ee- 

••(i.iPa*  .if  •I'e  final  f  I*'. 

r  me  spaer  pro,  de)  l>e,ow 


’  I 


Air  \  iirce  J»i<!iii-, 
System  Requ. -ement s 


1  rar.spo'f 
1  jiBd  1 . .« 

I  Hhcr  (please  spee.f  . 


V  s. ill  Resourc's 

1  .  '.ifi.  H.->.  .f.- 

Sat  ve  \-e-  .-a- 
M  .  -s  Res  ,■ 
A  .:  Wi.a  •  s 


X- 


K: 

I'  - 


forma*;  how 


Wr.’*»o  ••...anic'.tv  W'..  fe  , 
shee*  to  suh**'il  writtee  i-.mo-er!" 
••a’emen!  W't’e'i  c..ii.  ,  ..i  i 


f  ...a  .  o.^  h 


-V  /■>  pA-S.'ooJ 

W<  I  ’  /  ^  t.  m  ^  / 


//r.4  . 


,  ‘^*1 

r  ti,  .  1.  ' 


stalemer*'aj  AT*aci 
Yea  N- 


t  t  ne  nea-ing  officee  wit. 

'  sheets  •'.efore  ree-g"-/  eg 


Ma'eir  ri-’isi 
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KV2-I/'49  ®  EV2-1/S7 


DOCUMENT  49 


PUBUC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 

Small  iCBM  Program 
Malmttrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 

Hearing  Location  - —  Date  ^ 

Name:  ^ - - - - - 

Organiiations  .  Caiu^cMASXisu — rXv  C- - 

Mailing  Address:  £^x  ^  _ _ _ 

..  - - 


Cheek  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

PuClic  Designated  Representative 

Official  Private  Organisation _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  duri  -i  the  hearing. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. _ •* 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft 

Area  of  question  or  com  ment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy  _ Recreation 

'  ’  System  Requirements  _  Viwal  Resources 

'  Employment  _ Cultural  Resources 

Housing  _  Nitive  American  Resources 

Education  _ _ Biological  Resources 

Public  Services  Air  Quality 

_  Public  Finance  _ Noiae 

__  OMHtiea  _ .  1>Kr  ^mrwirrm 

_ ^  TrsRiportatlon  _ _  Geologj  and  Sollt 

_  Und  Use  _ _  Sa/atj 

_ Other  (please  specify) _ _  _ _ _ _ _ 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Pinal  EIS.  You  may  use  thla 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  apace  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1982  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below.  .  .  ,  .  • 

Ta  —TUJ.  SoAU  /f'l.  .  C't* 

’T’J't  SXST  ./5a  —  a  MA- 

//^✓g  A  ^  <rggiC»/A^£  -  ' 

■3^  ,XTL..:7’yU 

T*iir  .  .  A/jKtr— 

•3i  Ag  ^  -r  A  ^ 

<  ThftX.  _UR.*y 1  i  i^fL  T  At — "TTA^t 

t7  -rkm<m  <  Ak^  jW^  -IT  F-gfL 


Geology  and  Soils 
8a/aty 


p.  (J-- 

_ At*<i£.XX 

fin.  /f'ee-fi/A’f  fA€F. 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  StatamentU)  Attached 

AFRCB-BMS/OEV  J,  Yea  _ No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  California  92409-6448 
'Pilling  out  thia  form  Is  ^  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  thoae  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  eomment  sheets  before  recognising 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  50 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHFET  • 
Small  ICHM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  flasr.  Montana 


Hearing  I.ocatio(l_j4^.4tyTt  ^ 

N.m.i  Qai  I  J 

Mnihng  Ad«lrr«:  ^■^AL'/S  /-fr' 


fhrek  ihc  appropriate  participant  category: 

P;i>)jie  Designated  Representative 

of'ic'ifli  of  Private  Organization 

meek  nere  if  you  wish  to  ask  4  question  during  the  hearing, 
mer*  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  eommenis. 
meet!  here  if  vou  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement, 
meek  rrre  if  you  wi.sft  fo  receive  an  ELS,  Draft 


Private 
Citizen  r' 


Area  of  qural'on  nr  C 


mert  (eherk  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 
System  Requirements 
Empifivmert 
Housng 

Pubi  c  Servie.-s 
Puhl-I-  )  ir’Uf'l'r' 


Otflr"  (pinisr  sp.*'-  f-.' 


Recreation 
Visual  Resources 
Cidtural  Resources 
Native  American  Resources 
Itinlogieal  Resourees 
Air  Quality 

Water  Resm»rre> 

Gcolisgv  and  S)ils 
Safe's 


ira'inn  of  the  I  inai  FIS.  You  may  ’ise  thia 
S'e  spa-’e  provided  below  or  m  an  at'aehed 
»r’'»;itt''d  -e  a  letter  or  other  format;  how 
•ban  \  igiisi  19B7  and  mailed  to  the 


c*  i<  *ee.)  T  rti‘'‘'te,1.  The  hearing  officer  will 
t  ir'-i-d  m  i-ne-me'-'  <hee*s  befnro  recognizing 


DATA  REQUIRED  BY  THE  PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
(S  U.S.C  SS2s) 


2.  Principal  Purpose 

Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  sending  brochures  and  other  data 
concerning  the  project  to  those  who  might  be  interested. 

3.  Routine  Uses 

A.  Information  is  forwarded  to  Federal.  State,  and  local  agencies,  and  Congressmen. 

B.  Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  other  projects  in  which  the  person 
supplying  the  information  might  have  an  interest. 

C.  Information  is  compiled  in  a  Record  of  Public  Meeting  and  made  available  to  the  public. 

D.  Names  of  people  and  their  comments  during  the  public  meeting  are  published  in  project 
reports. 

4.  Mandatory  or  Voluntary  Disclosure  and  Effect  on  Individual  Not  Providing  Information 

Voluntary  -  Failure  to  provide  the  information  requested  could  result  In  failure  to  receive 
brochures  and  notification  of  further  developments. 


DOCUMENT  5 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  Montana 


Hearing  Location  /  Date  _ 

Name:  _hcii  -J.  ikiiaAE _ 

Organisation:  _  _ _ 

Mailing  Address:  _ _ 

.  jJxTk^n-jin.  _ _ 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 


Designated  Representative 
of  Private  Oganitation _ 


Private 

Citlsen 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  •  question  during  the  hearing. _ 

Chech  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  X.  Draft  "yC  Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

lAnd  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


Recreation 
Visual  Resources 

_ Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 
Biological  Resources 
Air  Quality 
Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  m  this  sheet  as  rrq  i-isTert  by  the  hesnng  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  FIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  mas  aiso  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how 
ever,  comments  must  be  submt'ed  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  nailed  to  the 
address  below.  ,  _ _ 


Cl  k.  ^  'i  C 


Mail  to:  Oirrrtor  of  F'nv irocmrrlai  Planning 

AFRCF.  BMS/DFV 

Horton  Air  Force  Has.*,  r aiifornia  92409  6< 
•f  illing  out  this  form  is  "<>t  req.nrpd.  but  i*  is  recom 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turne  t  in  ci 
persons  who  d'd  not.  Thank  s  ki  for  .on*  c,... deration 


Statement(s)  Attached 


lenied.  The  besr  -g  .'ff  eer  « 
nmc"!  sheets  bct,.rr  rec.g-ir 


E-79 


_ _ _  -  EV2-1/50 


DOCUMENT  62 


DOCUMENT  53 


PUHI.ir  KEAKINU  rOMMENT  SHEET  • 
Sfflili  ICBM  Profrtm 
Mtlmalrotn  Air  fore*  Bue,  Mont«ni 

N.me^  BPlCf) 

OrfcnIutiiNii  NC/Ji. 

MaiHnc  Addrrts:  /-fti*  0/X>f'f-Ki  j 


PUHur  HfARiNC  rOMMCNT  SHEET  * 
Smell  irttM  Profrem 
Melmstrom  Air  Purp«  Hese,  Mon*e'>i 

Htering  lAicetioi  "  ."V  i/ 

Nemci  /Cc^  «  W~-: 

nitenifitiafti  /7/ 

Mailinc  e^- '  r^,  £ 


rrwcli  the  epproprietr  partifipenl  cet«sury: 

Public  IfeMgneted  Kepretentativc 

offiriei  »r  Privatr  Orfanixalion 

rhecli  her*  if  you  wiih  to  ask  a  quetlion  4urin(  the  lieariiif. 
f'heoii  here  if  you  wi»h  to  offer  verbal  commenta. 
rnei'k  her*  if  you  ansh  to  lub/tiit  a  writlen  atate/neiit. 
('heck  her*  if  you  wish  to  recvive  an  f'lS.  Draft 

Area  of  <|ue»liini  or  rooiinent  trhei'k  alt  that  apply); 


Private  Y 
t'lti/.en 


F  tnal 


rivek  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  IVtifnaird  Hepcraeniativr 

tifficial  bf  Private  Orfanirallun 

riwcb  here  if  you  Miah  tu  aah  a  question  dwnnf  the  h*arin(. 
f'heok  here  if  you  aoih  lu  offer  vertyal  comments, 
rhech  here  if  you  vish  to  submit  a  written  statemMt. 
Cheek  her*  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  Draft 

Area  of  question  or  enmment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Citizen 


1 


2 


Air  force  Policy 
System  Krqutrcrnent% 
Employ  rnetit 
llousii'K 
Kdoca!  ion 
Putilic  Services 
Public  Eiiiancc 
llliiities 
Transportation 
l.and  INe 

flfher  fpJease  ^p«•<•lfv^ 


Please  torn  in  thit  shed  as  reque- 


Kecreation 

Visual  Kesourecs 

Cultural  Kesourcea 

Native  American  Kesourcea 

HioIo((ichI  Kesources 

Air  gualily 

Noise 

Water  Kesoorces 
Oeolu^y  anti  Soils 
Safely 


led  by  the  heannij  officer. 


Written  comments  will  l>«  ounsirlered  m  preparation  of  the  Final  KIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  m  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  t>*  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  now 
ever,  comments  musl  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  ?l.  I'itt?  and  mailed  lu  the 
address  below.  , 

X  QveiriDU  '"It.  uexti  f»  AioiT'iior^.'  nci>j  uOfcioi 

ofTm»T7/t+An  lorwpw  «  TWfc  fcccoyo  i  5»=(= 

WisTiT  .  '.or.'-  /iMstYSO  Of  JMi'M  ni,i  Kowoui  ^ 

X  o^Gricn  --£  a>xeer  oF  JMC  .^yJ'CT  '^/p/ce  Z 

'?xf  N  /4 

to  hIJM- 


1 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Fiducalion 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 
l^iut  Use 

^/'tHher  Iplease  specify) 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

f  ullural  Resources 

Native  American  Kev.urces 

Rioiogical  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Nuts* 

Water  Resources 
fieology  and  Sails 
Safely 


Please  turn  tn  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 


Written  comments  wiil  be  considered  m  preperelinn  of  the  Final  FIS.  You  may  use  tn>s 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
staternent.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  m  a  letter  or  other  format;  how 
ever,  comments  must  tye  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1917  and  mailed  to  tne 
address  below. 


IJifeclurof  Environmental  Planning 

AFKrK  H,MS/1)FV 

R'lrlon  Air  Force  Hase,  ^‘Blifurnia  92409  6448 


Statementfs)  Attached 
Yes  No 


•Filling  out  ini.H  form  i*  not  required,  but  it  "  recommended-  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  wivj  have  completed  and  turned  m  comment  sheets  before  recogniring 
persons  who  did  n<jt.  Thank  you  for  your  coopefittiiin. 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AF-RfF  RWS/DFV 

Horton  Air  Korea  Rase,  raiifomta  92409  8441 


StatemenKsI  Attached 
Yes  No 


♦Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  (t  Is  recommended.  The  h»»ring  officer  wMJ 
call  on  those  wt>o  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  lefore  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  54 


DOCUMENT  5 


PUHI.ir  IlFARINi;  <  (IMMFNT  SHFFT  ' 
Small  irHM  Program 
Walmstrom  Air  Force  Hase.  Montana 


Hearing  l-ocat 

.  / 

Naih 

1  irga'ii/atiofi: 

Mali  irg  Addrrss; 


Hearing  l-ocatu 

le;  (^)9Sy<  //*- 


iThJ 


ijA'ls-) 


nnX/,j[n,r  i/ifo/s 

the  appropriate  participant  ca'egory: 

Di-vgno'cd  Mi'presentativc 
'  ■■  ate  Orgamzsti  ’ 


Name. 

Organization: 
Mo.i.og  Address 


PUHl  ir  HFlARINt;  rt)MMF.NT  SHF  FT  • 
Small  ICHM  Program 
Maimiirom  Air  Force  Hase.  Montana 

■aring  l.ocat lot'.  l>atf  'jjf 

J  <jAt..-*if  'Zv.  ..i 
At6v,sfA,MT  ^^1.“ 


/■  oeck  Here  if  you  wi.sh  to  s.sk  a  questinn  iJurmf  the  fiearmg, 
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PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 

Small  IC8M  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 

Hearing  Location 

_  _ 


Mailing  AcJdress: 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative 

Official  of  Private  Organization _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 


Private  . 
Citizen  ^ 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  BIS.  _  Draft  ~ 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 
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Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever.  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCC-BMS/OEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  California  92409*6448 
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Yes  _  Ko 


*Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  It  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  wilt 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 
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DATA  REQUIRED  BY  THE  PRIVACY  ACT  OP  1974 
(S  U.S.C  SS2a) 

1.  Authority 

33  U.S.C  SSSSTa.  SSTb,  597.  r0»a 

2.  Principal  Purpote 

Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  sending  brochures  end  other  ^ta 
concerning  the  project  to  ihoee  who  might  be  interested. 

3.  Routine  Usee 

A.  InformatloA  is  forwarded  to  Federal,  Sute,  and  local  ^eneies.  and  Cei^raaMen. 

B.  Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  other  projects  in  which  the  perKWi 
supplying  the  Information  might  have  an  interest. 

C.  Information  it  compiled  in  a  Record  of  Public  Meeting  and  made  available  to  the  public. 

D.  Names  of  people  and  their  comments  during  the  public  mN,etii»  are  published  in  oroieet 

reports.  i*  r*  > 

4.  Mandatory  or  Voluntary  Disclosure  and  Effect  on  individual  Not  Providir^  Informstion 

Voluntary  -  Failure  to  provide  the  information  requested  could  result  in  failure  to  receive 
brochures  and  notiflcatloA  of  further  developments. 
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STATEMENT  OP  RUCK  O'BRIEN. 

Midqwtman  impact  hwaring  in  Conrad, 

Thuraday,  July  23.  1987 

This  hearing  is  to  discuss  the  socisl.  economic  snd  snvlronmsntal 
impacts  of  the  proposed  Midgetaan  mobile  aieeile  eyetem  on 
Montana.  It 'a  not  a  hearing  to  discuae  and  debate  the  strategic 
need  or  lacR  of  need  for  the  nl'iaiie  system,  so  we'll  leave  that 
for  another  day.  However,  there  are  some  strategic  gueetiona  that 
have  some  bearing  on  the  potential  impacte  on  our  area  that  I 
would  like  to  address. 

Of  course,  the  purpose  of  the  Midgetmsn  is  to  deploy 
intercontinental  bsllistlc  missiles  in  s  mobile  basing  system, 
one  that  can  be  diepereed  and  t'lus  be  made  more  difficult  for  the 
Soviets  to  target.  The  sure  we  can  disperse  our  targets  we 

cell  them  missiles,  the  Soviets  call  them  targets  >>  the  more  it 
\  costa  the  Soviets  to  hit  them  ell.  Clearly,  dispersal  is  a  good 
idee.  Thus,  if  diepereal  is  such  s  good  ides.  1  have  to  wondsr 
why  the  Pentagon  wants  to  take  three  miseiiea  one  Minutemen 
and  two  Midgetmen  --  and  pile  them  up  on  the  same  bullseye. 
namely  a  Mlnuteman  silo.  With  three  targets  stacked  neatly  on  top 
of  each  other  like  that,  we  make  the  soviet  targeting  ateff'e  job 
e  whole  lot  easier.  If  we  only  get  tactical  warning  of  attack-- 
that  is,  if  the  attack  comes  like  a  bolt  from  the  blue,  leaving 
only  minutea  to  react  ->  the  likelihood  of  the  Soviets  catching 
three  of  our  missiles  with  one  of  thaire  is  much  grester.  Thus.  I 
hsve  to  question  whethsr  it's  stratsgicsliy  wise  to  place  all 
these  mieeilee  in  nice  nest  little  targets  for  the  Soviets. 

Assuming  that  the  folks  in  the  Pentagon  have  thought  about  these 
targeting  concerns,  as  I'm  sura  they  have,  then  they  ought  to 
tell  us  how  they're  going  to  deal  with  it.  As  X  see  it,  the 
Pentagon  is  llkaly  to  address  this  by  reducing  the  value  of  the 
target:  that  is.  by  taking  some  of  their  eggs  out  of  the  basket. 
Now.  aince  we  know  Midgetaan  is  coming  in.  the  only  other  egg  to 
take  out  of  the  basket  Is  the  Minutemen  misaile  that  site 
»  underneath  the  Midgetmen.  I  think  thet'a  what  the  Pentagon  is 
t,  going  to  do  --  eliminate  the  Minutemen  missiles,  specif icslly. 
the  Minutemen  11  miselleB  that  are  scattered  throughout 
Northcsntral  Montana. 

There  are  a  number  of  reasons  to  think  this  is  the  case.  First, 
there  ere  the  targeting  concerns,  se  I've  lleted.  Second,  there 
is  the  concern  in  the  Congress  and  among  the  American  people 
about  arms  limitations,  if  we're  going  to  have  any  credible  arms 
limits,  we'l*  hsve  to  remove  one  old  wsrhesd  for  each  new  warhead 
we  put  on  line.  Third,  there's  age.  The  Minutemen  11  is  getting 
old.  The  Midgetmen  is  new.  it  mskee  sense  in  tense  of  coat  and 
reliability  to  use  the  new.  Thus,  it  appears  to  this  wheat  farmer 
that  the  Pentagon  is  going  to  eliminate  the  Minutemen  II  st  some 
point,  probably  not  too  long  after  the  Midgetmen  becomes  fully 
operational  ■ 
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X  also  note  that  such  elimlnetion  hee  been  alluded  to  in  the 
U.S.  Senate.  Specifically,  the  Senate  Armed  Services  Coealttee 
alluded  to  the  poeelblllty  in  its  rsport  to  sccompsny  ths  FYB8- 
FY89  National  Defsnss  Authorization  Act.  TTte  rsport.  written  last 
May,  spscifically  urges  ths  Pentagon  to  alow  ths  pace  of 
Midgstman  devaiopment  and  to  rastrict  it  to  one  warhaad.  It  notaa 
that  doing  so.  snd  I  quota,  ’’appears  warranted  in  view  of  the 
current  direction  of  arms  control  limltstiona  on  warhaad  lavala. 
and  becBuaa  of  the  avantuai  naed  to  rapiaca  tha  MlnutMan  12 
■laaila.'’ 

This  concam  about  tha  Minutaman  la  tha  basis  for  ay  question 
tonight  to  tha  Air  Force.  Ms ’vs  heard  much  in  racant  waaka  about 
tha  potantlal  Boclo^econoaic  impacts  of  the  Midgetaan  on  tha 
araa,  and  about  all  tha  peopla  it'a  going  to  bring  in.  Howevar. 
we  haven't  heard  anything  about  the  potential  impact  of 
dacoMiealoning  tha  Minutaman  II  aystam.  Civan  tha  likalihood  of 
dacoomlesioning  of  tha  Minutaman  21  ayatam,  x  think  tha  atudy  of 
the  MldgetMO  impecte  doesn't  go  far  anough.  Tha  impact  atudy 
ought  to  addraea  tha  long-tarm  atfacta  of  tha  Midgataan.  and 

decomaieaionlng  tha  Minutaman  la  ona  of  thoea  long-tarm  affacta. 
Thus,  X  ask  you.  whet  is  the  projected  impact  of  tha 

decommlaalonlng  of  tha  Minutaman?  How  many  people  will  ba  removed 
from  tha  araa  as  a  result?  How  many  ac^^l  children  will  be 

removed  from  the  area  school  syeteme  as  a  result?  Whet  will  be 
the  dollar  lose  to  the  area  as  the  result  of  the  elimination  of 
such  a  long-atandlng  miaalon  at  Malmstrom? 

In  Pondera  County,  wa  have  felt  thia  kind  of  devastating  effect 
before,  spaclfieally,  in  1972  when  construction  of  the  ABM  system 
here  was  heltad  in  mid-stream.  In  anticipation  of  the  ABM 

ayetem’a  effects  on  Pondera  County,  wa  overbuilt  our  schools, 
overbuilt  our  hoepiteie  end  over-extended  ourselves.  So.  thia 
time,  wa  think  wa  re  entitled  to  know  in  advance  what  the 
complete  impact  of  thia  new  eyetem  will  be  on  our  people  end  our 
economy.  Zf  it  mesne  jobs,  more  people  end  more  economic 
activity,  we  want  to  hear  about  it.  But.  if  in  tha  long-run  It 
also  maana  tha  loaa  of  jobs,  the  loss  of  personnel  and  a  decline 
in  economic  activity,  we  also  want  to  hear  about  that. 

Thank  you. 
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Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  CIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  cither  in  the  space  provided  below  or  In  an  attached 
stetement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  formet;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submiMpd  no  later  than  August  21,  I9tt  snd  mailed  to  the 
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y  the  hearing  officer. 


Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  stdtmit  written  comments  cither  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  latter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  11,  1917  and  mailed  to  the 
addr^  below. 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statement(s)  Jfttached 

AFRCE-BMS/OEV  __  Yea  ^  No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  Caiifomls  92S09-d44S 
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AFRCE-BMS/DEV  Yes  _  No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  91409'S4«I 


*Pi||ing  out  this  form  is  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will  ^ 

call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thsnk  you  for  your  cooperation. 


‘Filling  out  this  form  is  net  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  thoae  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  lYrnnk  you  for  your  cooperation. 
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Check  thr  appropriate  participant  caicgorv: 
pobiin  Designated  Representative 

(K’^iciai  of  Private  Organiration 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Cheek  here  if  voo  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  ' 
cnee*  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  ELS.  Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  appiv): 
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Final 
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P  ease  t'irn  ifi  this  sheet  as  reques'ed  hy  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  co"sidr'eif  m  preparation  of  the  final  E'l.S.  You  may  '/sc  'his 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  m  an  attached 
statement.  Written  commerla  mas  als,i  ?>e  submitted  m  a  letter  nr  other  format:  how 
ever.  C'lmme'ts  must  be  submitted  no  latc-  than  August  J1,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 
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Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative 

Official _  of  Private  Organization  

Citeck  her*  if  you  wish  to  ssk  s  question  during  the  hearing 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. _ 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  submit  e  written  statement.  _ 

Check  her*  if  you  wl»h  to  receive  an  EIS.  _  Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  applyh 

Recreation 
Visual  Resources 
Cultural  Resources 
Native  American  Resources 
Biological  Resources 
Air  Quality 
Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  end  Soils 
Safety 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  a*  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
Sheet  to  submit  written  comments  cither  In  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format:  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  31,  1987  end  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 
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Mail  to:  Directoe  of  Environihentsl  Planning  Statemenlta)  Attached 
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Norton  Air  Force  Base.  Califocnia  93409  8448 

'Filling  out  this  foem  Is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will  Ca| 
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Pl'Rl.ir  heaRimc  comment  sheet  • 
.Sin*ll  ICBM  Profftm 
Malmiifom  Air  Porr*  B*>«>.  Montana 


Haanr^  l««at>on 


<^0  1 


r>*’»  .,4,S 


: 


crtfm  •'le  appropriate  partmipani  category; 

Puniic  OrtignatKl  Representative 

off  r-a  of  Private  Ofganiiation 

Cr>»<-h  terc  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  heart 
f>rck  nere  if  you  w.sh  to  offer  verftal  rommerts. 
rherk  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 
r*iech  here  »f  vou  wish  to  receive  an  F.tS.  Draft 


ap. 


rea  of  quest  on 

Air  Force  Policy 

System  Reqjirem« 

F.mplovmeot 

Housiig 

Fduc*’  l(•f1 

Pubi  c  Services 

Public  F(ei»re 

LMili'  rs 
Tra*"P‘'"a*'>r 


men  (rhecii  all  that  apply): 


Recreation 
Visual  Resources 
Cultural  Resources 
Native  Amer.can  Resources 
Hrr:ingicai  Resources 
Airgua.’tv 


ire  r rs' "g  <■'' re* 

;/rep**s’  ‘n  nf  t“ie  tins;  MS. 
er  :ti  ire  spare  ;\»'n  Ceil  r>eii'» 
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DOCUMENT  66 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  « 
Small  ICBM  Prafram 
Malmstram  Air  For«*  Baae.  Montana 


Organization: 
yniiirts  Address: 


Hearing  Location 

Dm  )nm^ 

„  -  - 


T/u/i? 


PUBUC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  * 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstroffl  Air  Force  Bm«  Montana 


Hearing  Location 

Orfanliatlok _ _  .  _ _ _ 

Mailing  Ad*«ia3  / _ 40«^ 


D«lt  2  JJ-  J1 


rnrek  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Repreientative 

Official  of  Private  Organization _ 

rneeh  tiere  if  you  Hiah  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearii^ 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 

Check  here  if  you  with  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft 


Private  / 
Citiaen  ^ 


Cheek  the  appropriate  participant  category: 


Public  Deiignaied  Representative  Private 

Official _  .  of  Private  Organitation _  Citizen 

Check  here  if  you  wiah  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing.  _ 

Cheek  here  If  you  wiah  to  offer  verbal  comments. _ 

Cheek  here  if  you  wiah  to  submit  s  written  statement.  _ _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft  f  Final 

Area  of  queation  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 

Air  Force  Policy  _ Recreation 

System  Requirements  _ _  Visual  Resources 

Employment  .  _  Cultural  Resources 

Housing  _  Native  American  Resources 

Education  _  Biological  Resources 

Public  Services  _  Air  Quality 

Public  Finance  _  Noise 

Utilities  _  __  Water  Resources 

Trsnsportation  _  _  Geology  and  Soils 

l.and  Use  '  '  Sefely 

Other  (please  specify)  _  _  . . . 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  coiuidered  m  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  Vou  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format:  how¬ 
ever.  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1917  and  mailed  to  the 
address below. 

cJt  '  .  r.  __  _  ... 


Air  Force  Policy 

Syatem  Requirements 

Employment 

Homing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1917  and  mailed  to  the 


addre^belov. 

1 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AKRCP.-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Rase.  California  92409-1441 


StatemenKsLAuached 
_  Yes  .  X  No 


*Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  mho  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Stalementls)  Attached 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV  _  Y**  __  No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  California  92409-1441 
*FiUing  out  this  form  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearit^  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  67 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 

Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  Montana 

Hearing  Location  .ikjm' ..  —  j.-AJ-  s’7 

:  .  ITIOWI  l£.  - . . 

iization:  .  _  4  ..  _  _  _ _ _ 


DOCUMENT  67 


Organization: 

Wailing  Address:  .  -  A  rn  ^  - . —  ■  •  •--- 

./-TtlraioJur^r  .  . 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designed  Representative  Private 

Official  of  Private  Organization  _  Citizen  A 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  Submit  •  written  statement. 

Check  her'  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  Draft  Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 

Air  Force  Policy  ___  _  Recreation 

System  Requirements  _  Visual  Resources 

Employment  Cultural  Resources 

Housing  Native  American  Resources 

Education  Biological  Resources 

Public  Services  Air  Quality 

Public  Finance  Noise 

Utilities  Water  Resources 

Transportation  Geology  and  Soils 

[.and  Use  Safety 

Other  (please  specify) 

Please  turn  m  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  Ihe  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  thia 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  tx>w- 
ever.  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  2l.  1917  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

I  Xn  £i.9  nilsin  44  ftrsi 

r  nrL.1  r:m.  Paafcwus  A  .  -  *  . 

u  ^*-‘^*-**~***  ^  Tbitn-A^w 

MdlpP-  tl  fiji^  iIk  kAZP-»»*C  kA.  tasiz  .  LI  lArw  AZa.'dLaa^ 

XiJkM  £jnMo^au«^ 

IM.  Am Mt R, RaA^^  itIuiMo.  AU  «..JL 

rtVsia&aey  WvLC  Vi.  i  - 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


IF  you  must  take  the  money  of  the  ^eerxean  people  end 
spend  it  on  somethinQ  niijtsry.  pleese  build  eomethtna 
defeneive  like  mne  sweepers. 

•bolish  the  C.I.m.  end  the  N.S.C..  They  get  ttw  neee 
hmericen"  into  a  lot  oF  troudla  and  now  theyve  ootten 
Rorsald  Raagan  in  troubla  too. 

Jaoan  h.,  no  C.l.a,,  no  no  Mcrot,.  IhOo  aon't 

get  into  thia  kind  of  trouble. 

a3 

Forget  the  Peraian  Gulf.  Bring  the  boys  home .  Let  the 
private  sector  develoD  our  own  oil  fields  with  taxes 
frads  freely  with  all  nations,  war  with  none.  A 
prescription  For  ttse  greatest  defense  egemst  all  comers. 

Id 

Ask  yourself  why  Charles  Russell  wee  eahea«d  of  the 
white  race,  what  would  Charlie  Russell  ssy  to  "hidgetman-m 


f)irrc(or  of  Environmental  Plannt:^ 

AFRCE  RMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  foree  Rase.  California  924I)9-444S 


StatcmcRtlf}  Attached 
X  Yes  No 


•tilling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  It  is  rccommcftded.  Th«  hearing  officer  wilt 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
pefscr»  who  did  not ,  Thank  you  for  your  eooperat  loo. 
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DOCUMENT  68 


DOCUMENT  68 


PUHt.ir  flKAKINC  COMMENT  SHEET  * 
Smull  ICBM  V'rogram 
Mslmstrom  Air  Korce  Hasr.  Montana 

Mearinij  Location 

i.  L  t-'  J.  '  C  '  c/j- 


y..r 


tnTjanuation:  2-/.-^ n. :-!iV 

MailinK  Address: 

i  i /;;7  • 


■ck  the  appropriate  participant  oalefory: 

PtjMic  Designated  Representative 


ttffioial 


of  Private  Organization 


Private 

Citizen 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hear^ 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  .V"^ 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statem^t. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receyt*'«tTnr  C>'~^Cjft 

Area  of  question  or  comm 


Y:i 


Recreation 
Visual  Resources 
Cultural  Resources 
t  Hative  American  Resources 
Biological  Resources 
i Air  Quality 
j.''’  Noise 

I  ^Jrlater  Resources 
I  Geology  and  Soils 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  a.s  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  final  fIS.  ,'You  may  use 
sheet  lo  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
siHiement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  foewnt:  how¬ 
ever.  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  m^led  to  the 
address  below.  ^  *'J»  lX 


p  force  Policy 
System  Requirements 
Employment 
j,  Housing 
I  _  Educstioo 
^  ^  Public  Services 
Public  finance 
;  Utilities 
y'  Transportation 
j,  Ijind  Use 

Other  (please  spec 


ify)^ 


// 


Phvsifians  for  SiK*ial  ResjM>n.sihilitv 

I^STCHANf.f  f.HAFrf-R.  Hf  1  fNA.  MONTANA  fWOl 


In  raneabrance  bf  Hlrssblae,  in  AUjJst  Cth 
church  bells  toll  every  twb  seesnia.  This 
interval  Is  to  reolnd  peopl*  every 

two  seconds  a  child  iles  of  t-lujtrltl:n 
or  vreventeble  lllne.ij,  l^e  war’.d 

spends  >30,000,00  on  ars.-fflents. 

As  lone  as  there  are  peaple  In  -ur  world 
who  are  In  need  of  food,  clothlns,  j^elter, 
and  health  csre  sonles  Bust  not  be  diverted 
to  unnecessary  ari'-aents.  The  enclosed 
a>6et  shows  £rc-;hicsUy  that  we  already 
have  s^re  than  enour-h  we&po^^ 
the  entire  world. 

Cuncelllre  efforts  to  build  i.liwetictn  will 
be  a  step  In  the  right  direction. 


(i=S^ 

3'.  Z.  ■'Ichurii,  .•..3.,  c:r.t!.ct  -f-.n,  Last  Shir.ee/P3S 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Knviror.mcntal  Planning  Stafement(s)  Attached 

AFRCK  HMS/DEV  V  Yea  No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  falifornia  92409  6448 
•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


PSS  is  •  non- profit,  non-pantsan  uigaAuaiion  cledwatrd  lo  puMw  rduiM 


DOCUMENT  68 

PEACE  OR  EXTINCTION? 

Winter  1985/86  Update. 

^)U  we  be  able  to  present  this  beautiful  pianet  E4gth  graced  by  life? 

NUCLEAR  WEAPONS  CHART 
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PUBUr  HPAftlNC  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstroffl  Air  Force  Base.  Montana 
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Hearing  location  o*"  _ 

Name:  .  . . . 


Organization: 
Mailing  Address: 


e.  .faus 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 


Public 

Official 


Designated  Representative 
of  Private  Organization 


Private 

Citizen 


<  iitci  Niiiinrr  f.  pfewnis  all  (he  Iirrp-is^s-r  iiw  d  m  Worlil  Wai  11  l'■MI  .<  megatons  i-  3  millHii; 
K  ..1 .  i.(  I  III*-  'iiifi  'Il'ts  rr  prrsftit  ihf  fifcpuHi  f  irl  rsiMK.g  n.N  icai  weapons  dO.tXM)  megab>n- 
■' II.'  li.il' lit-l>>ng  :u  :Im' i  ihi- i.thcf  h.ilt  i<i  the  *vivirl  I  iMon  The  I ’SA  has 

"P  •  !.  '  g,*t. I  .  iMf'ru  iw-ghti  SiMlr.o  wr.i|Mi«iN  .'t  "thrt  nuturfis  are  not  res'OrdCi) 

I  . ;  .rn'  : III  'Wain it  .  ..r  iiint  >'I'.  "iif  (1  I’lTM'idnn  Mihrnarincs  t*  megatons —entiugh  I*' 
•iii  .  'n  ; 111'  largi-st  Kijuiaii  i  itie«  I  hr  lower  lei!  t  in  ie  represenl.s  one  id  out  7  new  TVKfent 
'  !-•'  1  'iifg.ilr.tiM  t-fvi'iKh  to  rli  Mlri.'.  r\m  ri.l  for  o’ y  m  I  hr  northern  h'-misphcrc  M«M' 
t'l'  ■•".I-,  la-.  !'•' VI  ij  ihirik  Ill*  »«■  art  1-nrHigh 'lots  Or  too  nianv  '  I’fcMrlent  Reagan  has  promifc-*! 

'  '  nai  gf-ii".  i.lal  i.u- leaf  tie'  n*-  n;  ihr  tiesi  li-w  e.srv  No  i|<nit>t  (lit  I'SSR  will  t's 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 
rheck  here  if  you  wish  lo  submit  a  written  statement.  w 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  alt  that  apply): 

Air  Force  Poliry 
System  Requirements 
Employment 
Housing 
Education 
Public  Services 
Public  Finance 
Utilities 
Transportation 

UttdUse  Safety 

Other  lplea.se  specify) 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  tiy  The  hearing  officer. 

Written  comment*  will  be  considered  n  preparation  of  the  Final  FIS.  YOu  tnav  -use  Shis 
sheet  I  I  suh’Tiit  written  comments  e-ther  in  the  spa-'e  pfnvuJed  below  or  m  an  attached 
statement.  Written  cumments  rra\  ,lso  br  suhT.'t'rd  :n  a  letter  or  ntlier  format;  how¬ 
ever,  cumoiec's  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  A'lgiist  21.  19*7  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

«e,  ^  ^  /W,*eei 

/•leant'  zdVrr  ,s  cw  rsra/"  T^r  /*e^e»-  ef  ew 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Rinlogtcal  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
(■eolngs  and  Soils 


■^mn  ^  Jm  t  •/«-!*■  imww 

WT  ■*<«.  fLawwas^  ^  «-•"  .'tifwUmdC  c*  e-w-  ” 

er  W*-'  attr’f%nmf>r/\  /rrf/VMM. 

)Caa*».aa/  tirtv  ^  r*aS.  /  *>MV»»aA 

At*//f  4i^an^>  ^  .’V  «rr.4<Wni^-  ‘4ur^aM  e 

^  Ac/  -iim.  V'jas^lV^  •?  «.  t 

it  fweaktHleA'  *«n*.vsa  »•  4*ne>  -dB 

uiKffs  w;;i  s-rr^cP  u*  •/• 


llire.-trrf  of  fnv:ri."mr"l  s,  Plane. 
A»  RT'I  HMS/IH  \ 


'  Its. 


•ttani  6444 


mentis)  Al'a.’hed 

V..  X 


*4  .loig  out  this  form  is  ml  i 
ca.l  on  those  who  ha»r  cm- 
pe-si  r*  whr.  .-Jid  nol .  Thank  > 


•te  t  and  Turnc') 
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DOCUMENT  70 


A<M>tionsl  Comm^ntis  . .  .  -7-r _  —~j - ~J 

tt/i^  of  ±^!Sy^  ^ 

"Tfyei-m^  /^eMia/7  ,m^ 

_«fS<!»NS  -git.  ?W --;ag^.^g*g- 

Cfmr^^'^r  *-  ^•^iCt/^ - - - 


irfftaii 


DATA  REQL’IRTD  BY  THE  PRIVACY  ACT  OF  JS?4 
(S  U.S.C  SS26) 


Principal  Purpose 

Information  is  used  to  compile  muting  lists  for  sending  Brochures  and  other  data 
concerning  the  project  to  those  who  might  Be  interested. 

Routine  Uses 

A.  Information  is  forwarded  to  Federal.  State,  and  local  agencies,  and  Congressmen. 

B.  Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  other  projects  in  which  the  person 
supplying  the  information  might  have  an  interest. 

C.  Information  is  compiled  in  a  Record  of  Public  Meeting  and  made  availabl-'  to  the  public. 

D.  Names  of  people  and  the»r  comments  during  the  puMic  meeting  are  published  in  project 
reports. 

Wandatory  or  Voluntary  Discifyture  and  Effect  on  Individual  Not  Providing  Information 

Voluntary  -  Failure  to  provide  the  information  requested  could  result  In  failure  to  receive 
brochures  and  notification  of  further  developments. 


Of  EAT  FALLS 


mernoHt  406  /  rtr-SAt  i 


Aisgust  20,  1907 


Lt.  Col.  Potor  Holsb 
APRCB  -  BMB/OSV 
HortOD  bPB  CA  92409-444B 

Doar  Cot.  Molabt 

Tbo  City  of  Groot  Palls  baa  raviawad  tha  draft  Bnvlrooaantal  lapact 
Stataaant  (DBIS)  for  tha  Saall  ICBN  at  Nalaatroa  APB,  Montana.  Ha 
concur  with  tha  inforaation  cootainad  in  tha  DBiS  with  tha  following 
aacaptionas 

1.  Paga  4-99t  'Bouaing  Option  42”,  Paragraph  2,  last  saotancat 
tha  word  "additional”  ia  alslaadlog  and  should  ba  dalatad  to 
aata  tha  aantanca  coapatibla  with  othar  stataaants.  Ha  baliawa 
tha  fourtaao  yaar  sarvlca  Ufa  for  our  landfill  (pp.  3*47  and 
4~96)  la  owarly  optiaistic  but  agraa  that  with  tha  laaaad  pro¬ 
perty  adjoining  tha  present  landfill  would  provide  a  ainlaua  of 
IS  years  aarvlce. 

2.  Page  4-04t  Tha  last  potential  aitigation  aaasuras  listed  refers 
to  ”altarnatlva  sources  of  state  and  federal  funding  to  provida 
for  additional  staff,  and  aquipaant,  for  local  govarnaants. * 
Suggest  this  stataaant  ba  augaantad  with  specific  sources,  if 
possible.  Ha  know  of  none  I 

3.  The  City-County  Planning  Board  has  forwarded  to  you  a  latter 
containing  thalr  coManta  on  tha  DBXS.  To  raitarate,  the  Board 
raconaanda  that  apacifically  defined  aaaauras  ba  provided  in  tha 
final  BIS  to  address  identified  transportation  iiq>acts  (IStb 
Street  North,  Bivar  Drive,  2nd  Avenue  North,  S7th  Street  South 
and  10th  Avenue  South). 


Robert  Stockwaia 
City  Manager 


DOCUMENT  71 


DOCUMENT  : 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  « 

Small  ICRM  Program 
Malmatrom  Air  Fore*  Base.  Montana 

Hearing  Location _ _ _ Date  •5'^ 

Names  _  _ -  _ 

Oganiaations _ _  .  _ _ _ _ 

Mailing  AiMvss:  _ _ 

...jJSr^^yxA - - 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative  Private 

Official  of  Private  Organiiailon  _  CititenX 

Check  here  if  you  wlah  to  ask  ■  question  during  the  hearing.  _ _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbel  comments.  _ _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 

Check  here  if  you  with  to  receive  an  EIS  _ Draft  ^  Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Air  force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Eduralion 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

[.and  Use 


Other  specif^i) 

tui^in  this  Sheri  al  request^  by^ft*Ca 


Recreation 

Vifual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  fIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  s  letter  or  other  format:  how 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  194?  and  mailed  to  tt>c 
address  below. 


.gfc  y  «.  • 


Jhrri  a  /vern  f* 

i*V*  *— «■  erA  rwT 

.A«r.  ^  •  9.5e..-^o.-j«n^  0 


sHt  SvV 

_ _ it^-  1 


Mail  to;  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Slatementla)  Attached 

AFRCe-BMVDF.V  Yes  No 

Norton  Air  force  Rase.  Celifomia  92409  4441 
*F  lung  out  this  form  is  not  required,  hut  it  't  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  (hose  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognliing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thanh  you  for  your  cooperation. 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  * 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmsirom  Air  Force  Baae.  Montana 

Hearing  Location  _ .  ..  Date 

Name:  ,  .^.1,, 

Mailirg  AdiRcsa:  __  1*^0  P%^  }  7,ts^ _ 

_ 4.^  - 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative 

Official _  of  Private  Organiutlon  <w 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hear^.  _ 

Check  here  If  you  wtah  to  offer  verbal  commenta. 

Cheek  here  if  vou  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ 

Chech  here  If  you  with  to  receive  an  EIS. _ Draft 


Area  of  question  or  comment  {check  all  that  apply): 


_ Air  Force  Policy  _  Reerealton 

_ System  Requirements  _ Visual  Reaources 

_ Employment  _ _  Cultural  Resources 

_ Housing  Native  American  Resources 

_ Education  Biological  Resources 

Public  Services  Air  Quality 

_ Public  Finance  _  Notac 

Utilities  _ Water  Resources 

_  Transportation  _ Geology  and  Soils 

Land  Use  _ Safely  . 

Please  turn  In  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
iheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  pro-  ided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  commenta  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21.  1917  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCF  BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  ralifornia  92409-4441 


Statement(i)  Attached 
Yea  No 


"Filling  out  this  form  Is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  thoae  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognising 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


E-86 


EV2-1/73  i3l  EV2-1/7I 


DOCUMENT  73 


DOCUMENT  74 


PUBLIC  BEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  * 
Sm*ll  iCBM  Program 
Malmsirom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 


Hearing  Location  .y 

Name:  _  .  .Lsda  c...  _  . 

Organisation;  . pL.iv'dZ.iL.  <^^r.  C  _ 

Mailing  Address;  I 

.4^ _ 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 


Public 
Official  . 


Designated  Representative 
of  Private  Organization _ 


Private 

Citizen 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _ ^ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. _ . 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft  s/  Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify)  _ 


Recreation 
Visual  Resources 
Cultural  Resources 
Native  American  Resources 
Biological  Resources 
Air  Quality 
Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever.  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 


‘Filling  out  this  form  is  npj  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


PUaijr  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICRM  Program 
Malmstroffl  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 


Hearing  Location 

Name;  Jojiice*,  S.  -  . 

Organization: 

Mailing  Address:  _ 

_  _ 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative 

Official _ _  of  Private  Organization  _ 


1  I 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearii^.  X  _ 

Cheek  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _ 

Cheek  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  J _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _  Draft”  '  _  '  Fini 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 

_ _  Air  Force  Po)icy 

_ System  Requirements 

_  Employment 

_  Housing 

_ Education 

_ Public  Services 

_ Public  Finance 

_ _ Utii.ties 

_ Transportation 

_  Land  Use 


Private  ^ 
Citizen  A 


Other  (please 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requcsTM  by  the  heanng  officer. 


Recreation 
Visual  Resources 
Cultural  Resources 
Native  American  Resources 
Biological  Resources 
Air  Quality 
Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  California  92489-8448 


Statement(s)  Attached 
Yes  No 


•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  75 


DOCUMENT  76 


PUBLIC  BEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICHM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  Montana 


PUBUC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Pore*  Elea*.  Montana 


Hearing  (.ocation  Date 

Name!  O  I 
Organization; 

Mailing  Address:  *//  J 

tliujCJOf)  OIt 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative 

Official  of  Private  Organization 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  ^ 

rtieck  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  Draft 


Hearir^  Location 

/Y)a£>^ _ 


Date 


Name: _ 

Organisation: 

Mailing  Address:  SOf  i 


Private 
Citizen  A 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative 

Official _  of  Private  Organization _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbel  comments. 


Private  y 
Cltlaen  ^ 


Y  Final 


Area  of  quest 


n  or  comment  (cheek  all  that  apply): 


Check  here  If  you  wish  to  submit  •  written  statement.  ^ 

Check  her*  if  you  wish  to  receive  *n  EIS.  _  Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  a))  that  apply): 


y/  Final 


1  I 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

Ijifxl  Use 

Other  (please  spcclfv) 
;rn  in  thi*  sheet  as  n-our 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
tleologv  and  Soils 
Safety 

fVcnitRr.> 

frr!  by  the  hearing  officer. 

"'■•ft  m  preparation  of  the  Final  FIS.  You  may  use  this 
N  f'thcr  in  the  space  pruvirlcrt  below  or  in  an  attached 
av  also  l>c  subm  iicfl  lO  a  letter  ijr  other  formal:  how 
ird  ni)  later  than  ^llgll^t  21.  1987  and  mailed  to  the 


_ Air  Force  Policy 

_ System  Requirements 

_  Employment 

_  Housing 

_  Edveation 

Public  Services 

_  Public  Finance 

Utilities 

^  Transportation 

_  Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


Recreation 

Viaual  Resources 

Cultural  Reeources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Nome 

Water  Resources 
Geology  snd  Soils 
‘  Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer.  ' 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
^et  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
stetement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  tetter  or  other  format:  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  iater  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


.  -  .. 


A*  RTF  MVISM 


Stalcmcnt(s)  Attached 


hf'.rnis  9:409  Et48 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-bMVDEV 

Norton  Air  Forre  Baa*.  California  92409-8441 


Stattment(a>  Attached 
Yes  No 


t  1^  rcf'ommcndcd.  The  hearing  officer  will 
>rirrt  in  rornment  sheets  before  recognizing 
■'•pc'.ition, 


•Filling  out  this  form  .  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
can  on  thoae  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  net.  Thanh  you  for  your  cooperation. 


E-87 
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DOCUMENT  78 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 

Stnall  ICBM  Prafram 
Maimttrom  Air  Force  Buc,  Montana 

Hcarinf  Location  _ Date  ^ J  i  ^ 

N.m.:  fC  a  _ 

Organiution:  _ _ _ _ _ _ 

MaillnE  AcUrtsa:  S _ MCJH  Ctl _ - 

„  jjulBUar  _ 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

public  Ueeignated  Representative  Private 

Official  of  Private  Organitation _  Citiaen 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  __yC—  — 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS. _ Draft _ Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 

_  Air  Force  Policy  _ Recreation 

System  Requirements  _ Visual  Resources 

'  Employment  _ _ Cultural  Resources 

Housing  __  .  Native  American  Resources 

Education  _  _  Biological  Resources 

Public  Services  __  AirQuality 

Public  Finance  _ Noise 

Utilities  _ Water  Resources 

Transportation  _  .✓Geology  and  Soils 

Il_  UndUae  Safety  , 

' _ Other  (please  specify) _  C /u  *3  I  f  ^  'Wf  t  \lt  1 


_  lano  use  _jr._  / 

' _ Other  (please  specify) _  C,  ^  t  t  S  ^  C  ^a/ f  Y  C>  1 

Pieese  turn  in  this  sheet  a:>  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Pinal  EIS.  You  may  uae  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  commenla  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  2l,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


PUBUC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
SflwU  ICBM  Progrsa 
Malmatreai  Air  force  Boat,  Montana 

Haarinf  Location  _ Date 


Name:  Hkm 

Organisatioa:  ~~ _ 

Mailing  Addresa:  <yp>  S4t 


Check  itw  appropriate  participant  category: 


Designated  Representative 
of  Private  Organliation  _ 


Private 

Citizen 


Check  her*  if  you  with  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing.  %/ 

Cheek  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comnenta.  ✓ _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft  Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify!  Msasiruk.  l 


Recreation 

Visual  Rcaourcet 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  lum  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statementfs)  Attached 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV  __  Yes  _ No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  California  92409*8448 
•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  eompteted  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  California  92409-8448 


Statementfs)  Attached 
Yea  No 


•Filling  out  this  form  is  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  In  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  79 


DOCUMENT  J 


304  Rlvervlew  Dr.  W. 
^r««t  ftUa,  Mt.  5P404 
August  e,  198? 


Dlraotor  of  Cnvlronnentel  Planning 
APRCt-aCDtY 

Norton  Air  Porea  Basa.  CA.  92409-6448 


I  reoueatsd  tha  opportunity  to  make  a  statamant  at  tha  July  22  hearing  in 
'’.reat  Falia.  Mt.,  on  daployraent  of  tha  Mldeetrean  alaalln.  Apparently  they 
were  running  over-time  because  I  was  not  colled  on  to  express  ay  views.  Below 
are  the  remarks  I  would  hnve  nada,  which  I  would  like  to  enter  in  the  record. 


Col.  VMlah  and  Members  of  the  Panel: 

The  economic,  social  end  environmental  Impact  of  Vldgetoan  has  been  well 
documented.  However,  e  significant  aspect  of  the  proposal  has  not  been 
addressed,  and  I  feel  It  should  be  .lade  e  part  of  the  official  record. 

Funding  and  deployment  of  the  system  would  virtually  guarantee  that  the 
Military- Industrial  Complex  will  be  kept  busy  well  Into  the  next  century. 

If  the  United  States  should  ever  get  back  on  a  peace-time  footlnr,  I  shudder 
to  think  of  the  catastrophic  effect  it  would  have  on  our  economy  If  all  you 
people  In  tha  military  were  suddenly  released  to  the  civilian  labor  market. 

I  ara  troubled  by  two  aspects  of  this  proaram: 

•Jo.  1  Vhen  the  river  Is  rising,  everyone  stops  what  they  ere  doing  and 
sandbars  the  river  bank.  You  do  not  stop  to  debate  the  environmental  Impact 
of  the  dike.  If  our  national  security  Is  In  peril  end  Mldgetman  Is  essential 
to  our  seftey,  then  ret  those  missiles  In  place- - Immediately .  The  very  fact 
that  you  can  horse  around  for  months  with  these  ouMlc  hearings  and  minutely 
exeraln**  every  conceivable  aspect  of  the  project  sugg'^sts  that  t‘'ere  really 
Is  no  rreat  urrency  to  deploy  th®  missiles,  and  t*'at  perhaps  the  11,000  nuclear 
warheads  and  t^roe  delivery  .nystems  we  now  hav®  mev  be  adequate.  The  flaccid, 
self-servlnr  arcuementa  put  forth  by  both  military  en1  civilian  supporters  of 
thl.s  prorran  are  not  convlrrtr:®. 

No.  2  '.h-n  you  con.iller  I''-  bllllorn  rf  dollars  the  -lilltarv  has  s-uandered 
on  such  technlio-’lcnl  turkeys  as  the  3et.  York  a -t  i -a  Ircraft  cun,  the  nradley 
tank  and  the  B1  bomber,  when  y-’u  consider  the  s^-anhles  your  space  program  Is 
in,  don’t  ynu  t*-lnk  It  strains  credlMllty  to  a  iffarat  t*-"t  Mdffetnan  will 
function  as  yiu  niatm  It  will? 

In  3um.r,ary,  T  urstl  -n  the  r.eed  f  >r  :..i  deetnan ,  ond  t*-"  mll’.t'iry’s  past 
record  .-Ives  llttm  as. ..ranee  ’.'.if,  i:.  wi’,1  v.-rk. 

I  thln'T  t*’e  money  ulinm-ttel  for  f'ls  vvvi  on  v.- 1 ■■[:.  o<.jii  be  better  spent 
nr  h..u«l:ie,  el.caMon,  meiiml  re:-.>’-.4rch  -.nii  Inr  .j  ;  nur  nlr  and  water. 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 

Smell  ICBM  Program 
Mtimstrom  Air  Fbrev  Base.  Montana 

Hearing  Location  .n  Sti  Date^_5i!/'1 

Name:  U.I  _ _  _ _ _ 

Organization: _ _ .  _ _ _ 

Mailing  Addresa:  _ IpDjf  4 13  _ _ 

-  _ 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative  Private 

Officiat _  of  Private  Organization _  ^*****V^_ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  tbe  hearing. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _  _ _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  ^^^Drafv  Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Emptoyment 

Housing 

F.ducation 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


_ Recreatjon 

_ Visual  Resources 

_  Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 
Binlogical  Resources 
AirQuality 
Noise 

Water  Resources 

Geology  and  Soils 
Safely 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  commertts  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  cither  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format:  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

-  ]e/h*!t  io  Hu  ’ 

.  bi'i  /n  'Ml  ffsf 

iton  tOMin- 


cp .  Pht,  nil  nms  , 


•on  Mnr)®ne«  ^ 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Slatementtsi  Attached  ,  . 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV  Yes  No 

Norton  Air  Force  Rase.  California  92409  *448 
•Filling  out  Ihii  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recogninng 
persons  who  did  oof.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


E-88 


EV2-1/81  o  EV2-1/79 


DOCUMENT  81 


DOCUMENT  82 


PUBl-ir  H^lARINO  COMMKNT  SHRET  • 

Small  ICBIM  Program 
Msimstrom  Air  Vorce  Base.  Montana 

Hearing  l.ocstlon  D.i.  2-JS- 

N;..nr:  Zc/S  H.  -  -  -  - 

DrR.nii.tion:  ^/ct  k/ziA,  CttMeitlAfTX  Cu/££t*£MJ-LssrCMMt£* 

Mulling  AddreM:  F.O.  Sziz  /4>>d>  _  - - - 

Ut-LtMA,  rn  - 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Pul^lio  Designated  Representative  Private  S/ 

Citiacn  y\ 


offieial  of  Private  Organization 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy  _  _  _  Recreation 

System  Requirements  _  Visual  Resources 

Employment  _ _ Cultural  Resources 

Housing  _ Native  American  Resources 

Education  Biological  Resources 

Public  Services  ,  .  AirQuaUly 

Public  Finance  _  Noise 

Utilities  _  _  Water  Resources 

Transportation  Geology  and  Soils 

Land  Use  .  Safely 

y  Other  (please  specify)  -iTHS  ^ 

^  _ _  intituuety  r>t  U6.A..ven 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer, 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Pinal  EU.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever.  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  m.ii)ed  to  the 
address  below. 

ftw,yiHi.ia  lei'll  u  '  ^  rAutrUi- 

ani/- -nrfwri  - - -  - - 

^^rtaf tfi' V^TTf  - - 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  * 
Small  ICBM  Procram 
Malmalrom  Air  Force  Baae,  Montana 


Haaring  Location  _ 


Orgwiisatiooi 
Mailing  Addraaas 


Cbaek  tha  apgropriata  participant  eatagoryt 
Publie  DeaigTiatad  RapraaantatWa 

Official _  of  Private  Orgsniaation _ 

Chack  Kara  If  you  wlah  to  aak  a  quaatioo  during  tha  haaring. 

Chack  hara  If  you  wish  to  offar  verbal  comments.  _ _ 

Check  hara  if  you  wish  to  submit  s  written  statement, 

Cheek  hare  If  you  wish  to  receive  ns  EIS.  _ Draft 

Area  of  quaalion  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply}i 


Air  Foret  Polley 
System  Raq^trements 
Employ  ment 
Hoaaing 
Edaeation 
PiMlte  Sarvieas 
Public  Finance 
Utllitiea 
Trenaportation 
Lead  Uae 

Other  (please  apecify)_ 


Recreation 
Visual  Reaourcci 
Cultural  Reaourecs 
Native  American  Rasourees 
Biological  Resources 
Air  Quality 
Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  tha  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EI8.  You  may  use  this 
slwet  to  st^mit  written  comments  either  In  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  eommenu  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  31,  19S7  and  mailed  to  the 
addren  below. 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-B.VS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  California  92409-fi448 


Ststement(s)  Attached 
Yes  _  No 


•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  hut  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92489-8448 


Statement(s)  Attached 
Yes  No 


•Filling  out  this  form  is  ^  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  thcee  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognising 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  eooperetion. 


DOCUMENT  83 


DOCUMENT  € 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Progrem 
Msimstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montsna 

Hesring  Locstlon  Date 


PUBUC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmttrom  Air  Force  Bw.  Montana 


Hearing  Location  ^ 


D,t,  '’A^/n 


Orgsnltatlont _ 

Mailing  Address: 


_ 


Check  the  sppropriste  psrticipanl  cstegory: 

Public  Designated  Representative 

Official _  of  Private  Organization  ___ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS. _ Draft 

Ares  of  question  or  comment  (check  ail  that  apply): 


Private  / 

Citizen  </ 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

Land  Use 

Other  (piesrc  specify) 


_  Recreation 

_  Visual  Resources 

_  Cultural  Resources 

_ Native  American  Resources 

_ Biological  Resources 

_  Air  Quality 

_ Noise 

Water  Resources 

_  Geology  and  Soils 

Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  commenis  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  In  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  In  an  attached 
statement.  Written  com  nents  may  also  be  submitted  In  a  letter  or  other  format;  how- 
ev-r,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

*  i  aL-  1 _ JL-G *'1.  _ 

'//.e.  I.  .'■-.ii'fij/.  ’  !.2.*iUi.t  u:ilV^uiAL- 

UStkt  »'  f*''  ITUll?  \  T>>-  COWX  ^ _ 

l**C.  <<onl  .iyiu  fVWjt  ^ .  iH*  .. 

Ait-Ut®  t*ri  'V  OJC.-Mr  Tf'A.- iiUllfL 

flA  Ian  1  '^.4-*^  Ai  a .  ihOjIaI.  _ 

li-vf  {Lsr  t  /ffO  tru/L  hattiAii.  .  .  _ 

iiit  A  _ _ 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-HMS/DF.V 

Horton  Air  Force  Rase.  California  92409-6448 


Statement(B)  Attached 
Yes  No 


•Filling  out  this  form  Is  not  required,  but  It  is  recommended.  Tha  Tvearlng  officer  will 
call  on  IhoM  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation, 


Orfsnizetimfu  _ 

MsDing  AdAwss: 


Check  the  appropriate  purtlcipant  category! 

Public  Designated  Representative 

Official _  of  Privata  Organizalion _ 

Check  here  if  you  wiah  to  aak  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wiah  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ 

Check  here  If  you  wiah  to  receive  an  EIS.  Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


_  Air  Force  Policy  _  Recreation 

_  Syatera  Requirements  _ _  Visual  Reaeurccs 

_ Employment  _ Cultural  Resources 

_  Housing  _ _ _  Native  American  Resources 

_  Education  _  Biological  Resources 

_  Public  Services  _ Air  Quality 

_  Public  Finance  _ Noise 

_  Utilities  Water  Resources 

_  Transportation  _ Geology  and  Soils 

_  _  Land  Use  «  - ^ _ ' 

^  Other  (pteaae  specify)  _ 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  thla 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statement(a)  Attached 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV  Ye*  _  No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  California  92409-8449 
•FiUing  out  this  form  (l  :wt  required,  but  It  Is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
cal)  on  thoae  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognising 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation.  , 


^  Fyr  -  T-;  ®  V. 


E-89 


EV2-1/85  - --  S  EV2-1/83 


DOCUMENT  8S 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
SmtIl  ICBM  Procrtm 
M%l(nstrom  Air  Foret  BtM.  Monunt 


Name:  _ 

Orfanixalioni 
Mailing  KOOrtUi 


Hearing  Location  Htltna.  HT 
Bait*  J.  HlBT«lnBtth 


Date  7/2S/87 


417  S.  HodPty  *4 


Hodpty  m 


Private 

Citizen 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Putjlic  Designated  Repreaentative 

Official  Private  Organization _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

Cheek  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  vert>al  comments.  _ _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statMnent.  ,  ^ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS. _ Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  alt  that  apply): 

_ Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 
_  Empioyment 
Housing 

^  Education 

Public  Services 
Public  Finance 
Utilities 
Transportation 
“  _  Land  Use 

"  Other  (please  specify) 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  tetter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  11,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

TTm  Mi^taan  ayataa  in  Hootana  la  aaaocapUble  to  aa.  It  la  only 

aao^r  waaaoa  dealcaad  to  ha  a  detareaat  or  to  tf>a  ftaaaiaaa  to 
'ate*  ^  a  aarlea  of  jrtor  "^tatraata** .  I  liataaad  vazy  earaftilly  to  the 
^aeaUtloa  of  eooeluaioaa  la  tha  IBS  atataaaat.  I  zaaala  uaeonviocad. 
Up  eannot  affard  5Q  MtUn*.  . 

jnida^.  hopo  to  baat  Pa^J^  acoaa^  1*  WltTY  coay^gwd  to/SaelllioB 

_ wptdiOHy  -to  tabaaen  ilXt*  .nal  daatroy  it.  aa  a  who  loeaa  *r 

_  atata,  I  *■  appneari  ta^aalliag  jut  for  a  J 


Recreation 

Vlaual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statement(s)  Attached 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV  _  Yes  _ _  No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-6448 
'Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  86 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Porce  Base,  Montana 


Hearing  Location  fWae/Ae//e  . 
Name:  _ Sjkkui-AckL  - - 

Organization:  _  .  _  . 

Mailing  Address:  _  figa  . 


o*"  ZLriJi-t  f 


01,.  MI 

Check  the  appropriete  participant  category: 
Public 

Official _ 


Designated  Representative 
of  Private  Organization  _ _ 


Private 

Citizen 


Cheek  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  s  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wiah  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

t/tilities 

Transportation 

Land  Use 

Other  (please  ipeciry)_ 


Recreation 

Vif«l  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  2),  ]987  and  mailed  to  the 


address  below. 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Plannir^  Statementis)  Attached 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV  Yes  No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-6448 
'Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  87 


DOCUMENT  88 


‘/Bixjtaif  ^Rancft 


kwn  N«NCv  eeae 


PATJUaA  M.  LINDSEY,  H.D. 
2449  Colorado  Gulch 
Kalena.  Hontana  S9601 


:  croposud. 


Slreetor  of  Erv'.ronmcntel  Hanr.rg 
AWCI  a'45DEV 

Norton  Air  rnree  Tase,  Mkllf. 


We  are  T»*r/  euch  oppris«~i  to  the  Kldr.i  t-'U’’ 

W»  have  tvid  to  deal  *»i*h  tne  Flnutemn  "ji 

We  have  a  ranch  JO  siles  west  of  Crni'.  r.n  t  «,  r-t . .  <m  r-.ve  or.c 
silo  33  and  wiles  of  cable  line. 

Our  gates  have  been  left  oosn,  our  r.o’w.ty  r-Jifls  da.T.,rerf  t'.a  hroke.n 
eattle  guards.  Wild  life  killing  out  of  season,  hreaKing  and  entering 
private  property,  stealing  and  rrlnknal  activity  hi»  in'-reasrd 
enomo'jsiy. 

<4*  are  steadfastly  opoosed  to  nore  nissiles. 

Sincerely. 


July  27.  196’ 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Baae,  Calif. 

Dear  Directors 

ThanX  this  opportunity  to  apeax  out 

agai  ist  deployment  of  Midgetman  missiles 
in  north-central  Montana.  1  had  meant  to 
attend  the  hearing  in  Helena  on  Saturtlay, 

July  2S,  1907  Iwt  was  detained. 

I  can  thinX  of  many  reasons  why  these  miasiles 
should  not  be  in  Montana  and  no  reason  why 
they  should  be  in  this  state  or  any  other  state. 
We  need  to  decrease  nuclear  weapons  in  the 
United  States  not  add  to  them. 

Sincerely  yours, 


Douglas  A  Nsr.ry  Dsar 


hi. 


Patricia  f..  lindsey. 


I’. 


E-90 


iB/t-ZAa|  68/1-ZA3 


DOCUMENT  89 


GREAT  FAIXS  CUNIC 


imm 


DOCUMENT  90 


MONTANA  CHAMBER  OF  COMMERCE 


Director  of  FnvironBpntal  Planning 
AFBtT.-WftiDEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Bane.  CA  <J340q>64A8 


II  an  writing  at  this  t 
nt  MidgPtnan  in  Honta 


e  in  support  of  proposed  placement 
and  tlirough  Halutroa  Air  Force 


I  tMve  personally  had  the  opportunity  to  view  soae  of  the 
present  nissile  sites  and  fully  appreciate  the  need  for 
not  only  updated  Bisslle  technology  but  also  a  revaap 
and  updating  in  the  support  and  launch  facility  to  Include 
parlirularly  the  antit^uated  and  very  noisy  coaiputer  backups. 
Kurthermore,  1  appreriale  and  endorse  the  phtlosphy  of 
deterence  to  Mintaln  pesrr  and  consider  that  the  land 
base  tiisaile  systea  is  in  eflect,  the  lynch  pin  of  the 
defensive  triad, 

I  teel  that  we  the  people  of  Great  Falls  have  in  the  past, 
and  will  rontinue  in  the  future,  to  stand  steadfast  In  our 
support  of  Malastroa  Air  Force  Base,  its  personnel  and 
Its  at'  slon  and  would  hope  that  future  would  tnrlude  that 
ot  the  Hidgetnan  placeoent . 

S  i  nr 

CoWon  t.  Phillips.  M.6. 


LltuUflMt  Colonfdl  Peter  Welsh 
AFRa-BNS/KV 
Norton  Afr  Force  Bese 
Celifomle  92409-6448 

Deer  Lleutcnent  Colonlel  Welsh: 

I  The  Montene  ChinDcr  of  CoMerce  would  like  to  offer  the  following  covents 
on  the  Oreft  EnvlroiMentel  lapect  Stetewnt  (CIS)  for  the  smII  Intercontl- 
nentel  Belllstic  Hissle  (ICBM)  et  Nelastroi  Air  Force  Bese. 

First  end  foreaost  the  Montene  Cheaber  would  like  to  relterete  our  support 
for  locetlon  of  the  Hldgetaen  Hissle  et  Melrntroa.  Unfortunetely,  we  were 
unable  to  ettend  the  recent  heering  In  Helene.  If  we  hed  been  present  we 
would  here  eipressed  our  overwhelBing  support  for  the  deployaent  of  the 
ICBM. 

As  Indlceted  by  the  CIS  the  locetlon  of  the  ICBM  et  NelBStroa  would  gen- 
erete  Mhy  positive  returns  for  the  entire  stete  of  Montene.  For  eaeapte. 
•eny  jobs»  either  directly  or  Indirectly,  would  be  creeled  es  e  result  of 
the  ICBM  project.  These  positive  econoalc  fectors  cleerly  aerlt  our  en- 
dorseaent. 

!  For  your  Infometlon,  the  Montene  Cheiriier  of  CcMMrce  Is  e  breed  besed  stetc- 
I  wide  business  orgenlzetlon.  Our  Mibershlp  Is  e  coiMilnetlon  of  aeny  In¬ 
terests  such  es  egriculture.  Industry,  utilities,  hotels/aotels.  end  Mny 
;  other  Mlnstrect  businesses. 

The  Chester  Boerd  of  Directors,  which  likewise  represents  s  verlety  of 
Montene  business  Interests,  recently  voted  to  unenlaously  support  the  lo¬ 
cetlon  of  the  ICBM  et  MelKtroB. 

The  Montene  Chaater  of  Coteerce  not  only  encourages  the  deploytent  of  the 
ICBM  but  gladly  welcoaes  It  to  Montene.  Enclosed  for  your  Infonution  Is 
e  letter  of  support  we  recently  sent  to  our  Congressional  Delegation. 


Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  offer  these  eta 
to  cell  on  us  If  we  can  be  of  any  assistance. 


•nts  end  please  feel  free 


Forrest  H.  I 
President 


FHB/ssg 

cc:  Greet  Fells  Cheater  of  Coi 
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DOCUMENT  9 


Robert  C.  Kelleher 
)ohn  S.  Yoder 
Robert  L  Krllehcr.  )r. 


KELLEHER  UW  OFFICE 

ATTliANt  n  AT  LA* 

2K)  Cnnd  Avenue 
Billinp.  Montana  S910I 
1406)  252-6S2) 


3  August  I9B7 


Representative  Pet  Williams 

2457  Rayburn  House  Office  Buildinq 

Washington,  O.C.  20515 


Dear  Representative  Williams: 


The  Montana  Chamber  of  Conmerce  wishes  to  encourage  your  support 
for  locating  the  proposed  .Midgetman  missile  in  Montana. 

The  project,  which  would  provide  4,500  to  5,000  new  jobs  in  the  state. 
With  an  expenditure  of  $1.5  billion  would  be  of  great  assistance  to 
Montana's  economy.  Our  state  cannot  afford  to  deter  such  a  major 
employer  in  Montana  or  refuse  to  endorse  this  unique  project. 

Montana  must  not  bacome  divided  in  its  support  of  the  Midgetman 
missile.  While  it  is  true  Great  F.tlls  would  experience  the  greatest 
economic  benefits,  we  feel  the  project  would  be  a  ’shot  in  the  arm" 
for  the  entire  .'■lontana  economy-  For  example,  many  contractors  end 
subcontractors  from  across  the  state  tvould  be  needed  to  provide 
direct  or  indirect  service  for  the  Midgetman  project.  There  would  also 
be  an  increased  demand  for  service  from  existing  Montana  businesses. 

We  urge  you  to  give  positive  consideration  to  the  economic  benefits 
of  such  a  program  to  Montana.  The  key  to  bringing  the  Midgetman  to 
our  state  will  be  both  your  personal  support  and  unified  support 
of  our  entire  congressional  delegation. 

The  Montana  Chamber  of  Commerce  thanlcs  you  for  your  involvement  thus 
far,  and  requests  your  support  to  make  the  location  of  the  Midgetman 
in  Montana  a  reality. 


Olrector  of  Environmental  Planning 
Norton  Air  Force  Base 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

San  Bernadlno,  CA  924»09-f>'.48 


The  undersigned  as  an  Individual  objects  to  the 
placement  of  200  Midgetman  missiles  in  Montana  on  the  ground 
that  said  Midgetman  missiles  are  in  violation  of  Salt  I  and 
Salt  II. 

Because  their  circular  error  probable  IC.F..P.)  is  less 
than  100  meters,  Midgetman  Is  a  first  strike  weapon,  and 
therefore  an  ant i -bal 1 1 st ic  missile  in  violation  of  Salt  I. 

Furthermore,  it  Is  in  violation  of  S.ilt  II  because  Salt 
11  lal  has  not  expired  bv  Its  own  terms,  and  (b)  the 
president  had  no  authority  to  ''attempt"  to  retrieve  the 
treaty  from  the  I'nlted  States  Senate  once  it  had  been 
referred  to  the  Senate. 

The  fact  that  the  treaty  had  any  termination  date  is  not 
relevant  because  any  termination  d.Ttr  contained  In  the 
treaty  was  tolled  bv  the  failure  of  the  li.S.  Senate  l-* 
either  vote  the  treats*  up  or  ilown. 

Also,  because  tne  guidance  system  of  Midget.naii  is 
essentially  the  same  ns  that  of  the  MX  missile,  and  because 
the  Air  F»‘‘rcr  has  advised  the  Congress  th.tt  the  guidance 
systems  in  about  21  of  the  MX  missiles  are  not  trustworthy, 
the  Midgetman  missile  Is  likewise  envl ronmenl al  1  v  not  safe 
because  of  the  I nadequanc i es  Inherent  in  its  guidance 
system. 

Stncerelv  yours,  • 


Roheri  c.  Kelleher,  Sr. 
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MAtRA,  WENZ.  iOHNSON  A  HOKINS.  P.C. 

ArKHMK«ft  AT  IA« 

4M  OAViBMIM  nnUMMC 

p.  o.  BOk  laif 

CBEAT  lALtS.  MONTANA tMU-ISM 

Au9ust  6,  1987 


Lt .  Colonel  Peter  WAleh 

AFRCE-8MS/OEV 

Norton  AFB,  CA  92409-6448 


Dear  Lt.  Col.  Nalah: 


Although  1  did  not  sake  an  oral  atateaent  at  the  Great 
Falls  hearing  on  the  draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
(EIS).  I  did  indicate  that  I  wanted  to  submit  a  written 
statement  regarding  the  proposed  Midgetman  missile  project  at 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  In  submitting  this  letter  to  you  I 
an  speaking  both  as  a  private  individual  and  as  the  current 
chairman  of  the  Great  Falls  Area  Chamber  of  Coamerce. 

First,  I  want  to  conmend  you  and  and  your  staff  for  the 
integrity,  patience  and  cordiality  with  which  you  conducted 
the  recent  hearings.  Further,  the  Air  Force  is  to  be  coamanded 
for  the  quality  of  the  draft  EIS. 

Unfortunately,  tdtile  the  recent  hearings  were  designed 
to  take  testimony  regarding  the  EIS.  they  seemed,  as  with  all 
such  hearings,  to  deteriorate  into  a  debate  on  the  Mrits  of 
nuclear  weapons.  Our  nuclear  deterrent  force  should  not  be 
the  subject  of  local  debate  at  this  stage  of  the  proceeding. 

The  issues  involved  are  complex,  requiring  expertise  and 
extensive  study,  all  of  which  1  must  assusM  has  already  been 
completed.  When  decisions  having  national  impact  have  been 
reached  by  our  elected  leaders,  we  as  cititens  must  accept 
and  abide  by  them. 

As  a  result  I  do  believe  that  the  local  community  is 
overwhelmingly  supportive  of  the  proposal  to  place  the 
Midgetman  missile  here  at  Malmstrom.  In  siaking  that 
stateswnt,  1  must  add,  however,  that  we  are  also  very 
concerned  about  the  potential  impact,  both  positive  and 
negative,  on  our  community.  As  long  as  the  various  impacts 
are  dealt  with  appropriately,  1  believe  the  community  will 
continue  to  be  supportive.  Certainly  some  of  the  impacts 
will  require  financial  contributions  from  the  Air  Force  both 
during  the  tisw  of  construction  and  throughout  the  tioM  the 
system  is  in  place. 


Lt.  Col.  Peter  Walsh 
August  6,  1987 
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KalsMtrom  Air  Force  Base  has  been,  and  1  am  sure  will 
continue  to  be,  not  only  what  one  might  call  a  good  neighbor, 
but  also  an  Integral  part  of  the  Great  Falls  cowunity.  1 
look  forward  to  continuing  to  work  with  you  in  any  way  that  X 
can. 


Vepv  truly  yours. 


tHNSOM  6  HOPKINS,  P.C. 


United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 

BUPEAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MILKS  rm'  nisTRirromcK 

I'CI 
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PUBLIC  HEABINC  COMMENT  SHEET  * 
Small  ICBM  Pragrsm 
Mslmatrom  Air  Pore*  Base.  Montana 


Htarinf  Location  , 


Orfsnisstion:  ^ 
Msilinf  Address: 


Lc.  Col.  Peter  Uststi 
APRCB  -  BMS/DEV 

Norton  APS,  Cstifornis  83A09-6S48 

RE:  Rtriew  of  DEIS  for  Sesll  ICRM  at  Nsloetroe  APB.  Hontsns 


The  altenuttve  eclected  esy  have  aoee  iepact  to  landa  and  ainarala  that  BLM 
eanagaa  in  Wheatland  County.  Whan  the  affected  launch  facilitiaa  arc 
identified,  «a  raqueat  that  thia  office  be  notified  ao  that  further  analyaia 
can  be  accoepliahad. 


Thank  you  for  the  oppporcunicy  to  review  the  DEIS. 

Sincerely  youra , 


Sandro  E.  Sacher 
Aasuclatr  District  MaiUSCr 


Cheek  ihe  appropriate  participant  eslcfory: 

Public  Deaifnatcd  Represenisiive 

Officisl _  of  Private  Orfsnizstion _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  sak  a  question  daring  the  hearing. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbsl  coffimenta.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  atatement.  X 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _  Draft 

Ares  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Private  ^ 
Citisen 


X  Air  Force  Policy’  <  Recreation 

_ System  Requirements  Visual  Resources 

_ _  Employment  Cultural  Resources 

_ Housing  ___  Nsti’^c  American  Resources 

_ Education  %  Biological  Resources 

_ Public  Services  Air  Quality 

_ Public  Finance  _ Noise 

_ Utilities  _ V _  Water  Kesources 

_ \ _  Transportation  Geology  and  Soils 

_ ^ _  Land  Use  _ «_  Safety 

I _ _  Other  (please  specify)^  J  .  •  .a  *  JU._J _ .>  v»-e«  V 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  thia 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever.  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 
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Direcio  ot  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCEBMS/DF,V 

Norton  Air  Force  Rase,  ralifomia  92409-6448 


Stalcmentia)  Attached 
Yea  No 


*Filiing  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  offleer  wilt 
ca'I  on  those  who  how  completed  and  turned  in  rom.ment  aheett  before  recogniting 
peraona  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


EV2-t/97  ^  4-  _ I  EV2-1/95 


DOCUMENT  96 


AddttIPMl  Co«m#nui  ^ -  . 


DATA  RCQUIREO  BY  THE  PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
(S  U.S.C  999*) 

I.  Author  y 

39  U.S.C  SSSS?*.  SSrts  997.  709* 

7.  PrineitM)  Pur|K>M 

Information  ii  usod  to  eompil*  m*iling  Hats  for  Mttdinc  tiroehuroa  ond  other  data 
eoncemirif  the  project  to  thoac  «•!»  mifht  be  Intereated. 

3.  Routine  Um 

A.  Information  is  forwarded  to  Fedaral.  State,  and  local  afoneies,  and  Confreasmen. 

B.  tBformatton  is  used  to  eompil*  matlinc  lists  for  othar  projects  in  whkh  the  person 
st^ylnc  the  information  mifht  have  an  interest. 

C.  Information  is  compiled  in  a  Record  of  Public  Meetinf  and  made  available  to  the  public. 

D.  Names  of  people  and  their  comments  durinf  the  public  meetinf  are  published  In  project 
reports. 

4.  Mandatory  or  Voluntary  Disclosure  and  Effect  on  tn<Hvidu*l  Not  Providinf  Information 

•  Voluntary  •  Failure  to  provido  the  informatlort  rcdueeted  could  result  in  failure  to  receive 
brochures  end  notification  of  further  developments. 
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PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Smell  ICBM  Profram 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  Montana 


Hcarinf  Location 

Name:  _ 


vVH-o.t,  AJ.  '*>at 
0 


Onanisatioai 

MailirM  Ad*eaai 


.  VVS°L 


Cheek  the  appropriate  participant  eaisforyt 


PwMIc 

Official 


Oesifnated  Representative 
of  Private  Or^nlaslion _ 


Private 

Cltiien 


Clmck  here  if  you  wtah  to  ask  a  puaslUm  durinf  the  hearipf . _ 

CiMck  here  If  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  ^  “ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ai^mit  a  written  statement,  y^' _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  CIS.  _ Draft  ig^^iaal 

Ares  of  Ruestion  or  comment  (check  all  that  appiyh 


Air  Force  Policy 
Byatem  Rcduiremcnls 
Employment 


Educaiion 
Public  Service* 

Public  Finance 
UtUltics 
Transportation 
Load  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


Recreation 

Visual  Reeourccs 

Cultural  Resotwees 

Native  American  Resources 

Biolofical  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Mater  Resources 
Geolofy  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  reduested  by  the  hearinf  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preperetion  of  the  Final  EiS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  beiow  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format:  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  Aufust  31,  1997  snd  mailed  to  the 
address  below.  . 
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Director  of  Environments!  Planninf 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  California  994P9'I449 


n, 


W  O**  i-'Cl 
I  o  u<rt 

i|slcmrnt{t)  Attached 


*Fi|linf  out  this  form  is  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  heariiM  officer  will 
call  on  iheae  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  rveofnisiM 
person*  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 
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Ad^knaJ  Comments:  _  _ 
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DATA  REQUIRED  BY  THE  PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
(9  U.S.C  999a) 

Authority 

33  U.S.C  $5597a.  597a.  997.  709a 
Principal  Purpose 

Information  is  used  to  compile  malllfif  lists  for  aendinf  brochures  end  other  dale 
concemlflf  the  project  to  those  who  mifht  be  Interested. 

Routine  Uaet 

A.  Informetion  is  forwarded  to  Federal.  State,  and  local  afrncles,  and  CenfresOmen. 

B.  Inforfflatien  it  used  to  compile  mallinf  lists  for  other  projects  in  which  the  person 
■upplytfif  the  Infoemstlon  mifhl  have  sn  interest. 

C.  Information  is  compiled  In  a  Record  of  Public  Meetinf  eiM)  mad*  avellabi*  to  the  public. 

D.  Names  of  people  and  their  comments  durinf  the  puWle  meetinf  ere  published  In  project 
reports. 

Mandatory  or  Volgntsfy  Disctjhrtire  and  Effect  on  Individual  Not  Providinf  Information 

v.?tuntery  -  Pailur*  to  provlSe  the  information  requested  could  result  in  ralluf*  to  recelv* 
heochuret  arid  notlficslion  of  further  development*. 


ON  SATURDAY.  JULY  ^  1  ATTENDED  THE  PUBLIC  KSAAINO  IN  MELOIA  RECARDINC  TTTE 
PROPOSED  DEPLOYMENT  OF  THE  HlDCElNAN  R15SILE  IN  CENTRAL  NONTANA.  NY  REASONS 
FOR  ATTENDINC  CENTERED  ON  NY  lOlORANCE  OF  JUST  HKAT  THE  PROPOSAL  IS . 

BASICALLY.  AS  1  UNDERSTAND  IT.  ADDITIONAL  INTOKOimNENTAL  NUCLEAR  WEAPONS 
WOULD  BE  LOCATED  AT  100  EXISTINC  NISSIlX  SITES  IN  CE?rTRAL  NOKTANA.  TTfESF 
MISSILES  WOULD  BE  HOUSED  IN  EARTH  SHELTERED  BUNKERS.  AND  MOUNTED  ON  LARGE 
TRUCK-LIKE  VEHICLES.  EXCEPT  FOR  ROUTINE  MAINTENANCE.  THE  MISSILES  WOULD  ROUlN 
l.N  THEIR  BUNKERS.  IN  THE  EVENT  OF  A  NUCLEAR  ATTACK.  THE  MISSILES  WOULD  BE 
MOVED.  WHICH  WOULD  MAKE  THEM  DIFFiatT  TO  DESTROY  BY  FHE  QtVtr  AND  DGURE  THE 
UNITED  STATES  A  SECOND  STRIKE  CAPABILITY.  'MAD"  (MUTOALLY  ASSURED  MSTRUCTION) 
MXn.D  BE  ENHANCED  AND  INSURED. 

PRIRARY  IMPACTS  FROM  THE  DEVELOPMOTT  OF  THIS  SYBTOI  ARE  VARIED  AND  SICNIFICAVT. 
THE  SIZE  OF  THE  AFFECTED  EXISTING  MISSILE  SILOS  WOULD  BE  INCREASED.  AND 
PERMANENT  RESIDENCES  (FOR  THE  TRUCK  DRIVERS)  MKILD  BE  CONSTRUCTED  AT  EACH 
SITE.  THE  POPIXATION  OF  GREAT  FALLS  WOULD  INCREASE  BY  ABOUT  7600  PEOPLE  [WITH 
SIGNIFICANT  POSITIVE  AND  NEGATIVE  IMPACTS). 

SECONDARY  IMPACTS  FROM  THE  PROPOSAL  ARE  ALSO  SIGNIFICANT.  EACH  TRUCK  IS  tk 
FEET  WIC«  AND  105  FEET  LDNC.  (»VI0USLY.  MOST  LOCAL  HIOlWAyS  IN  THE  AFTECTED 
area  would  have  to  be  RECONSTRUCTED.  PROBABLY  TO  FREEW/.Y  STANDARDS.  THINK 
ABOUT  DRIVING  FHCM  HARTINSDALE  TO  TWO  DOT  CM  A  FOUR  LA.NE  PRE&.AY.  (REMEMBER 
THIS  IS  THE  HEARTLAND  WHERE  CARS  PASS  EVERY  15  NINlfTESl  .  MUCH  OF  THE  FVRAL 
QUALITY  AND  BEAUTY  OF  THE  COUNTRYSIDE  WOULD  BE  LOST  FOREVER  WITH  THE 
CONSTRL’CTIO-N  OF  LWEEDED.  UNWANTED.  UNAFF0RA8LE  SUPERHIGHWAYS  THAT  PLOW  THROUGH 
THE  HILLS.  STRAIGHTEN  OUT  THE  KINKS.  A.N0  CHANNEL  THE  CREEKS. 

THERE  ARE.  OF  COURSE.  RISKS  INVOLVED  WITH  MOVING  NUCLERR  MISSILES  AROUND  ON 
PUBLIC  HIGHWAYS.  A  WORST  CASE  SCENARIO  PREPARED  BY  THE  DEPARTMENT  Of  DEFENSE 
PBOTY7SES  •ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACTS  FROM  A  MISHAP  WOULD  BE  CONFINED.  EXCEPT  FOR  AIR 
QUALITY.  TO  THE  IMKE^lATE  MISHAP  VICINITY.  IW>AC7S  TO  AIR  QUALITY  WOULD  BE  CF 
VERY  SHORT  DURATION.*  (TELL  THAT  TO  THE  FOLKS  AT  CHERNOBYL)  .  THE 
ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMF-VT  FURTHER  CLARIFIES  THAT  THE  REAL  OA.VGEP  FR-:)N 
%'APORUEO  PLUTONIUM  IS  NOT  FROM  EXPOSURE.  BUT  FROM  INHALATION  OF  THE  SLRSTAVCE. 
I  GUESS  A.NY0SE  UNFORTUNATt  kNOUGH  Tw  TT  YLv;.  AN  ACCIDENT  SlTfc.  WOULD  BE  DAMN 
LUCKY  IF  THEY  WEREN’T  BREATHING. 

WHAT  EFFECT  HILL  THIS  ARSENAL  HAVE  ON  TOURISTS  IN  OLR  STATE'  1  CREW  Vf  LI. INC) 
WITH  THE  MISSILES.  1  DOH’T  LIKE  THEM.  BIT  I'M  USE  TO  THEM,  NEWCOMERS  I’VE 
SPOKEN  WITH  ARE  OFTEN  ALARMED  AND  DISTURBED  AT  WHAT  IS  IN  THE  SILOS.  (LEST  WE 
FORGET.  WITHIN  EACH  SILO  IS  THE  MimOER  OF  MILLIONS.  MAYBE  BILLIONS  Of  rNNCCE>T 
PEOPLE.  AND  POSSIBLY  THE  DESTRUCTION  OF  THE  BIOSPHERE).  MONTANA  IS  PFFSPC..Y 
REMBKBEREO  BY  VISITORS  AS  A  BEAUTIFUL  STATE  WITH  FRIENDLt  PEOPLE.  WE  SHcCl.D 
ALL  BE  PROUD  OF  THAT.  WILL  MONTANA  IN  THE  FUTURE  BE  REMEMBERED  AS  -TtiAT  F'..ACe 
WITH  ALL  THE  MISSILES'** 

WHERE  IS  THIS  LEADING  US'  IN  THE  60  S  WE  COT  MINUTEMAN.  NOW  IT  SOUNDS  LIKE  WE 
ARE  GOING  TO  GET  MIOGFPtAN.  WHAT  WILL  THE  FITIRE  WLD  FOR  l.’S'  WHY  DO  MOVTASA 
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AND  THE  DAKOTAS  HAVE  TO  BE  A  BRISIIEINC  NUCLEAR  ARSENAL  WITH  MULTIPLE  MARHSAO 
NUCLEAR  NECATONNAGE  EVERY  PIVE  NILES  ALONG  THE  HIGHWAY?  CERTAINLY  NATIONAL 
DEFENSE  IN  AN  UNFORTUNATE  NECESSITY.  BUT  AT  WHAT  COST?  HOW  MUCH  IS  ENOUGH.  AND 
HOW  MUCH  IS  A  SELF-PERPETUATING.  EXTRAVAGANT.  ARROGANT  MILITARY  MACHINE  WHICH 
REAUY  SEEMS  TO  BE  OUT  OP  CONTROL?  1  REALLY  QUESTION  WHETHER  WE  HAVE  MUCH  TO 
WORRY  ABOUT  FROM  RUSSIA.  IT'S  THE  AYATOLLAHS  THAT  CONCERN  ME. 

I  URGE  ANYONE  OUT  THERE  WHO  PEELS  AS  I  DO  TO  OPPOSE  THIS  PROPOSAL.  COMMEIfrS  ON 
THE  PROPOSAL  FOR  THE  ENVIR(»OIENTAL  INPACT  STATEMENT  WILL  BE  ACCEPTED  UNTIL 
AIXRST  21.  1987  AT  THE  FOLLOWING  ADDRESS: 

OIRECTCW  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PLANNING 
AFRCE-BMS/OeW 

NORTON  AIR  FORCE  BASE.  CALIFORNIA.  92409-6448 
A  WORD  OP  CAUTION  ABOUT  YOUR  COMMENTS.  AT  THE  PUBUC  MEETINC  IN  HELENA  MANY 
POPLE  EXPRESSED  RACE.  DISGUST.  FEAR.  AND  MORAL  INDIGNATION  AT  THE  CONCEPT  OF 
ALL  OUT.  BLOW  'EM  UP.  NUKE  'EN  TILL  THEY  CLOW.  HOLOCOSTIC.  NUCLEAR  WAR.  THIS 
IS  NOT  THE  ISSUE.  THE  ISSUE  IS  THE  NIDQETMAN  PROPOSAL.  AND  COIMEirTS  NOT 
ADDRESSED  TO  THAT  CONCERN  WILL  NOT  BE  CONSIDERED.  ANOTHER  CAOTION.  THE  SUPREME 
COURT  HAS  RULED  (A  LA  THREE  NILE  ISLAND)  THAT  EMOTIONAL  DISTRESS  CAUSED  BY  A 
PROPOSAL  Wia  NOT  BE  CONSIDERED  IN  THE  DEVELOPMENT  OF  AN  B<VIRONMENTAL  IMPACT 
STATEMENT.  D(H4'T  TELL  THEN  THAT  THE  MIOCETNAN  WILL  SCARE  YOUR  KIDS.  OR  KEEP 
YOU  AWAKE  AT  NIOfT.  CAUSE  THEY  DON’T  CARE. 

GET  FAMILIAR  WITH  THE  PROPOSAL.  THE  DOCUMENT  SHOULD  BE  AVAILABLE  AT  MOST  PUBLIC 
LIBRARIES.  ALTHOUGH  I  AH  NOT  FAMILIAR  WITH  THE  ORGANIZATION.  I  SUPPOSE  THE 
HELENA  LAST  CHANCE  PEACEMAKERS  COALITION  COULD  ALSO  PROVIDE  ASSISTANCE. 

CHALLENGE  WHAT  YOU  FEEL  ARE  UNACCEPTABLE  OR  POORLY  ADDRESSED  IMPACTS  OP  THE 
PROPOSAL.  TALK  TO  OTHER  PEOPLE.  AND  GET  INVOLVED.  THANKS  FOR  READING  THIS. 

JACK  KEMDLEY 

2005  HAUSER  BOULEVARD 

HELENA.  MONTANA  59601 

TC:* 
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August  21,  19B7 


Lt.  Col.  Petar  Wslsh 

Diractor  of  EnTircmaantal  PtaaiUng 

APRCB-BMS/DEVB 

NortoB  Air  Forca  Basa 

San  Bamadino,  CA  92409-B448 

Dear  Co).  Walsh: 

The  Slats  of  Montaas  appradataa  this  opportunity  to  raviaw  and 
cosMsnt  on  the  Draft  Bnvironawntai  la^act  Stataasnt  (DEIS),  SbmU 
tntarcontinantal  Ballistic  MissUa  Progran  (SbhU  ICBM),  prapuad  by 
ihs  United  Stataa  Air  Forca.  We  appraeiata  your  agancy'a  oooparatioa 
and  tha  praaantation  of  project  Inforaation  partiaant  to  Mootaaa's  state 
agaaciaa.  The  attached  cowasnts  ware  cosqiUad  frcai  state  agencies' 
review  of  tha  DEIS,  and  refWct  thoaa  agendas'  eoneama  r^arding  the 
proposed  Snail  ICBH  project  in  Montana. 

Tha  siting  of  a  najor  new  addition  to  ths  nation's  nuclsar  defaosa 
systan  in  Montana  is  s  natter  of  najor  significance  to  ail  Montanans. 

Tha  interaat  of  tha  paopla  of  our  atata  was  axprasaad  in  1982  by  thdr 
approval  of  Initiative  91— a  copy  of  which  is  attached. 

Congress .  of  course,  will  ultinataly  dadda  whether  tha  Snail  ICBM 
project  is  inplsBsnted  ss  proposed.  To  aid  our  congrassnan  in  this 
inportant  daciaion.  it  la  esaantial  that  tha  Air  Force's  Final  EIS 
provide  satisfactory  rasponsaa  and  ooosktsralion  of  tha  attached  State 
of  Montana  rmwarnu. 


MLjtu 

TED  SCHWINDEN 
Governor 
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STATE  OF  MOWTANA  COmWTS  ON 
THE  DRAFT  EMVIROMOrEAL  IMPACT  STATBQirT 
SHALL  IWTUttuniNEirrAL  BALLISTIC  MISSILE  PROCSAN 
U.S.  AIR  FORCE 


Overall,  tha  Snail  ICBM  DEIS  Is  wall  organized  and  piwsanta  a 
large  anount  of  infomatton  in  a  vary  rsadabla  forsMt.  The  docuswnt's 
length,  while  in  excaaa  of  noat  EIS  guMallnaa,  is  eppropriata  given  the 
stgnlficanca  of  the  subject  SMttar  to  Montane  I*  would  have  ..sen 
helpful  to  the  reader,  however,  had  aupplemental  docunents  bean 
available  containing  additional  detailed  nod'  lir^  and  aasunption-ralatad 
inpact  evaluation  Infomatlon.  This  coui  purhapa  have  precluded  a 
large  aanunt  of  tha  additional  avaluatk  -relatad  Infomation  raquaatad 
in  tha  fdkwing  coanaents. 

Tha  DEIS's  reluctance  to  piv  >>osa  or  indleata  a  preference  for 
appropriate  sdligetion  neesurae  in  several  inportant  raaource  inpact 
categoriaa  is  a  natter  of  concern  to  the  State  of  Montana,  as  is  the 
docuaient’a  failure  to  Identify  and  conaWt  to  eoaipUancc  with  tha  varioua 
state  and  local  pamita  and  authorisstkma  required  for  project  initiation. 
In  addition,  updated  raaource  Infomathm  Is  now  svallaMs  which  nay 
influanca  or  alter  Inpaci  projections  contained  in  the  DEIS.  It  is 
essenltsl  that  the  Pinal  EIS  provide  substantive  reaponaee  to  the 
cosHwnts  that  follow,  end  that  the  Air  Force  continue  to  seek  updated 
infometion  and  a*  te  and  local  participation  in  reaching  tnfonaed 
decisions  regardtn  .  impact  avoidance  or  sdtigatkm. 

In  Merch.  1997,  the  Governor  establiahed  an  Intergovemnantal 
Snail  ICBM  Working  Group  conpriaed  of  representatives  fron  city 
govemewnt.  county  coemlsstoners,  state  agenciee,  offidais  froai 
Malnstrovn  Air  Force  Baas,  and  other  U.S.  Air  Forca  officials.  The 
group  wae  fomsd  to  provide  s  coordinated  intergovemnental  approach 
to  th<  exchange  of  raaource  infomation  par*tnent  to  tha  Air  Force's 
propoRud  Snail  ICBM  project  in  Montana.  If  the  proposed  Sanll  ICBM 
project  receives  congreaeiooal  approval,  the  role  of  the  working  group 
will  include  ftiture  conaidermtion  of  Inpact  nitigation  naaaurae.  including 
econoadc  aasiatance  to  local  govemawnts.  Tha  Stale  of  Montana 
nonsidars  nitigation  a  natter  of  high  priority,  and  encourages  the  Air 
Force  to  continue  its  cooperation  with  the  working  group  beyond  the 
Final  EIS  in  addreeaing  these  inportant  state  and  local  concema. 
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Kamily  S»'rvn< 


Tht  DKIS'  of  that  aiv  <<K  funilaoM-ntal  intern  lo 

th«'  Ntonland  IV)>tir(cneiil  of  Family  S»*rvuvb  i  l)FS)'-n«iorly ,  iht* 
.if  I  hiUtn‘n  and  adults  from  abtisf  and  (h«' 

|irfv«‘ntion  of  family  violrm'«  and  the  presvrvatiun  iif  healthy  familie  . 
ih«'  (.rai>el«M«l/Mnrkl<>ad  of  DKS'  six-ial  workers  and  the  impact  on  tho  UPS 
Uudjjet- •-i|!i>ears  i"  be  inadotuaie  in  several  imp>irtanl  resjwict-  . 

The  detailed  isimmenis  and  notes  that  follow  1>  call  aii^otiun  to  the 
(inmary  defu  leneios  of  the  DFlli  as  they  relate  t.  Pis  iHmcerns,  2) 
recommend  that  these  deficiencies  be  ixirrected  ir  me  final  KIS  if  UFS 
IS  t.i  jjet  an  .icmrate  and  credible  iissessment  of  the  proposed  StCRM 
Pi-o^p^m's  imiMict  on  the  need  for  OPS'  s*  ..lal  services  and  it)  sugtgoal 
some  steps  that  should  be  taken  --o  these  defiiiencies  oaild  be 
■  •orrectfd. 

Section  H-'2.2  of  the  OLiS  contains  a  list  of  "interested  federal, 
'.tatc  and  l<M-al  agemies."  It  is  a  reasonable  expectation  that  key  sre'ial 
servKV's  agencies  in  the  slate  would  be  listed-'since  the  Small  ICBM 
Pp'gram  described  in  the  DPIS  entails  a  large  population  influx  that 
would  clearly  have  some  impact  on  the  need  for  social  services  in  the 
affected  <s»iinties. 

H<iwL‘ver.  section  8-2.2  does  not  list  either  the  Pepartment  ot 
S^M'ial  and  Rehabilttalion  Services  /SRS)  or  SR  S'  Cumsunily  Services 
n. vision  ithe  ore  of  the  new  Department  of  Family  Services  prior  to 
DPS'  separation  from  SRS  on  7/1/87)  among  the  interested  agencies. 

Setlion  8.2.2  does  however  list  a  nonexistent  state  agency-*one 
which  has  been  nonexistent  since  1981,  the  Department  of  Cummuniiy 
\ffaip8--as  an  interested  state  agency. 

Although  neither  SRS.  SRS'  Community  Servu^s  Division,  nor  DPS 
.irr  Rwntioned  in  the  DKIS,  s  l.-ical  unit  associated  with  SR.S  and  the 
rommumty  Services  Division  “f  SRS--the  Cascade  County  Offiw  of 
Human  Services  |CCOHSi*-i6  discussed  in  the  body  of  the  do<-ument  (at 
7*2t  and  1-aO) , 

Prior  to  7/1/87,  CCtiHS  employed  both  w. inkers  from  SRS's 
F.cotiumic  Assistani'e  Division  and  social  W'lrkcrs  from  SRS'  Community 
Services  Division.  The  social  workers  have  since  7/l'87  become  |>art  of 
DPS'  staff. 

During  the  i>eriod  in  which  the  DEIS  was  prepared,  CCOHS  had 
Irith  et’^moBuc  assistance  and  ppitectivi-  Mx-ial  servUvs  functions  The 
only  CCiiliS  functions  meniioneil  in  the  DEIS  ace  the  •.a'*«nonuc 
assistance  functions. 

The  DEIS  shows  no  awareness  of  and  makes  no  reference  t..  the 
imiioriunt  prntiMtivc  servve  tunctions  that  CCOHS  had  t.»nd  which  the 
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I'ouniy  DFS  office  cv,niinues  to  ha\e<  This  .amssion  should  be 
remedied  m  the  final  EIS. 

It  IS  a  reasonable  assumption  that  the  p<jpuiation  influx  that  is 
anticipate<l-*an  addituinal  7,bl0  military  popuUte^n  by  the  year  2000 
(fwit  pointing  additional  civilians  associated  with  the  various 
<t>nsinictk)n  prujecis  }nvolved)--w<>uid  add  some  rtddit).>ns!  burdens  .>n 
the  DFS  staff  and  on  the  DFS  budget  in  both  rhi.d  protective  and  adult 
pri>te<'tive  services 

The  DEIS  provides  no  sustained  analysis  of  'he  {x-iential  w>rial 
service  and  budget  impacts  as  they  affMl  the  Department  of  Pamity 
Services'  child  protective  and  adult  protective  servxe  prrigraw.  The 
final  EIS  should  address  these  )xiien'iat  impacts. 

The  DEIS  presents  some  evidence  (on  page  4*91  /  that  the  Small 
IC8M  Program  would  be  sreompanied  by  an  increase  in  family  violence, 
but  the  document  does  n«>t  sufficiently  acknowledge  the  extent  the 
impact  of  such  increases  on  local  duawstir  violence  programs  or  on  the 
Department  of  Family  Kervu'es  social  workers'  caseluad. 

On  page  4-Si.  the  DEIS  states  that  the  Great  Palls  Community  Kelp 
Une  received  13,830  crisis  I'alls  during  I986**wiih  more  than  half  of 
these  calls  related  to  the  spouse  abuse  pnigram  of  the  Great  Palls 
Mercy  Home.  (Mercy  Home  is  partially  funded  by  the  Department  of 
Family  Services  under  DFS'  Domestic  Violence  Program.  ) 

The  DEIS  estimates  that  the  Small  ICRM  Program's  population 
influx  would  increase  calls  to  the  Help  Line  to  IS.OOO'-sn  increase  of 
1.170  calls.  If  (ss  m  the  past,  according  to  the  DEIS)  half  of  these 
.alls  were  related  to  duowstic  violence,  SBa  additional  calls  related  to 
the  Mercy  Home  and  its  services  for  abused  spouses  wi>uld  have  to  be 
liandled. 

The  DEIS  suggests  that  such  additional  calls  to  the  Help  Line 
might  require  additional  volunteers  or  staff  for  the  Help  Line.  But  the 
DEIS  shows  no  awareness  of  the  pussibibty  of  additional  staff  needs  for 
the  hlercy  Hoaw  or  >>f  the  pimsibibty  of  additional  staff  for  the 
DeiwirtBieni  of  Family  Services  protective  services  staff  as  a  result  of 
these  crisis  calU. 

The  DEIS,  in  the  case  just  lited,  provides  an  iiptuiustic  analysis 
mot  lupiiurted  by  any  evidence  presented  in  the  DEISI  of  the  Small 
ICBM  Program's  impact  on  the  need  for  social  services.  The  final  EIS 
should  address  the  possible  extent  of  impact  on  the  need  for  protective 
services  for  children  and  for  emergency  assistance  for  victims  i^f 
dumestir  violence  at  the  Mercy  Hume  and  related  suctal  agencies. 

.At  page  S-M.  tne  DEIS  states:  "Except  fur  existing  overcrowding 
•'onditions  in  the  Cascade  County  jaii.  public  service  impacts  would  not 
he  significant."  If  this  atatemeni  is  intended  to  apply  to  pubhr 
services  provided  by  the  Department  of  Family  Services,  it  is  n-it 
supported  by  any  evidence  that  is  presented  in  the  DEIS- 
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The  final  EIS  should  answer  the  pillowing  <(uestions  in  a  nuphisti* 
i-ated  and  careful  manner: 

.«>  What  IS  the  antinpated/projecled  increase  in  the  mr, deuce  if  child 
.tbuse  and  neglect  that  the  Department  of  Panuly  Servui'S  will  have 
to  deal  with  as  a  result  of  the  antuitiated  pupulatu.n  influx? 

in  What  anticipated  staff  and  budget  increases  would  be  ni^-essary  in 
'hv  Do)iartment  of  Family  Services  so  that  the  i;  migratmg  ctuldren 
will  be  (injtcrtfcd  from  such  abuse  and  neglect,  as  required  by  laW* 

Background  for  qtiestions  "a"  and  "b" 

Following  are  reasons  why  potential  iturcasvs  in  child  abusv  and 
neglect  must  b«'  addresseil  m  the  final  EIS  on  the  prop'iced  Small  ICRM 
Pr  igram : 

I '  The  Amcnran  Ass**  iatl«n  for  the  Protection  of  Children,  a 
fundamental  source  of  mfurniation  on  >  hild  abuse,  indicates  that  14%  of 
.ill  <  hildren  are  abused  in  some  way,  and  the  DE.IS  slates  that  alxnit  *<>'•. 
■■f  the  uiffligrating  population  will  be  '-hildren. 

I'  Because  "f  some  special  stnictures  and  functions  of  the 
military  whnh  ii'ntribiite  to  stress  in  service  members  ar.d  their 
families.  *)ic  inciden'-e  •,{  <  hild  abuse  .ind  neglect  in  military 

I  ■'mmunities  ne*'ds  l»e  given  specuil  altentsjn.  (See  Diane  D- 

HfT«<lhurf  cl  alia.  "fhiJd  Pr-irecfiun  in  M/lJlary  t'oinmunHu’S,"  L'.S. 
li»  j-irtim  nt  "f  Health  and  Human  Servuvs.  May,  1980i 
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ops  r*’laied  to  the  j)r«jposed  Small  ICBM 


Prxgram,  ihc  numb»»r  of  i  hild  .ibuse  and  neglect  referrals  lo  Caioade 
Coiin’y  DFS  s<k  lal  workers  increas'd  by  7.3%  from  SPY85  to  SF%’86,  the 
mimte  r  of  '  hiidren  involved  'n  chjid  ahiiio'  and  rtegi«- t  iniestigaiiona 
in'  n'aaed  !iy  H  i/F  in  <hai  same  pci-i<Mt,  anit  the  numlw’r  of  sobstantMteil 
■iliuse  and  negli’c!  incidents  imreased  by  12  7%. 


II  In  light  . 
.nflux  s  pitenlial  off, 


fa' 


tiv  addrs'sse'l  : 


ih''  final  F.fS. 


rs.  the  pr-q>ofted  (•■•piilation 
‘  luid  .tiiiise  and  neglect  needs 
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I  ‘What  increased  demunos  >staff,  services,  budgid  iiressiires)  can  be 
.intu  iiHitcd  ai  tfi*-  Gi^at  Palls  Men  y  Homes  doiTv*,ti«  \i«>lencc  shelter 
ind  'her  pn-.  ate  an»l  puliln  igcncies  that  w,  rK  t”  itw«’t  'he  lU'eds  of 
vu’iins  of  >)- oav  piljimv  and  disi  laced  honx'makers? 

•  1 1  The  f>ElS  /at  i>age  »-32)  cslimHics  that  ll)v  of  ih*’  inmigmling 
l»,pulatiwn  will  consist  of  pt>rsons  who  rome  lu  the  Great  Palls  area  and 
find  themselves  in  .i  ‘  risis  siiuati  .n  ,is  n  result  .if  their  tw>ing 
•insurressfol  joli  .e,»kcps  during  the  lonstniction  )'hase  >f  the  Small 
irpV  jirojc' »  What  ire  the  .tn< i<  ifvited  increased  dcmat.dH  f'>r  s.wi.il 
...  rvi'  t-x,  c,on,>mif  .issislance  and  )ob*s«-i  uring  assislanci*  ihal  will  Ih* 
I  l.i- cd  by  'his  1<A  o|  till  inmigrating  ix'i'Ul.ition  iri  agencies  su<  h  as  the 

-»• 
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Department  of  SRS  ( Eronofur  Assistance  Division),  the  Department  of 
Family  Services  (Protective  Services),  the  Department  of  Labur  and 
Industry  and  related  public  and  private  agencies? 

e)  Mhat  additional  social  service  burdens  (staff,  services,  budget 
pressures)  can  lie  anticipated  if  the  Small  ICBM  Program  is  begun  but 
(hen  (ertunated  prior  lo  rompieiion? 

f)  The  ( orrent  DEIS  focuses  on  school  issues  such  as  an  increased 
student-teecher  mtio  rather  than  on  child  protective  issues,  as 
indicated  above.  The  final  EIS  needs  to  address  the  issue  of  pnten* 
iial  increased  demands  on  s,icial  service  agencies-'-including  the 
Department  of  Family  Services'-for  the  treatment  of  emotionally 
disturbed  children.  What  potential  increases  in  the  number  'if 
emotionally  disturbed  children  i-sn  be  anticipated  as  «  result  of  the 
population  influx?  How  prill  the  increased  cats  of  treaimeni  for  such 
children  be  aiet? 


2.  SocioeronooucB 
H.  Econ'jmic  Base 

1)  The  DEIS  provides  details  on  the  materials  to  he  used  during 
prr*}ect  construction,  but  little  detail  on  the  nafurx  of  the  ruction 

)obs.  The  Final  EIS  should: 

•  Provide  additional  detail  on  the  employment  tn  result  frr.m  pri^ject 
o'nstruction.  including  the  number  uf  jo^  by  job  type,  duration  of 
.•mployment  by  >)b  type,  and  anticipated  wage  levels. 

•  Provide  a  discussion  of  the  anticipated  bid  policies  of  the  U.S. 
•\ir  E'lrce  for  letting  contracts  for  runstrui  tion  activities. 

7)  The  DEIS  predicts  a  high  rale  of  loi*l  hire  f.ir  project  itinstrurtion 
The  Final  F.IS  should: 

•  Identify  the  extent  of  the  gi^ographir  area  from  which  jobs  are 
l  onsidered  to  lie  I'k-bI. 

•  Identify  assumptiona  and  analysis  which  were  used  t-,  reach  the 
DKlS's  prediction  of  |.-ib  laplure  rates  for  l>x-al  and  nonlm-al  workers. 

•  Jdennfy  which  t>T>es  of  j«7bs  would  Ive  filler)  by  local  and  noril.i«-al 

workers 

•  Provide  (nforfnation  on  previous  ))  S.  \ir  Fi>rcv  exf.<enences  with 
other  large  construction  projects  in  areas  'hat  are  similar, 
stw-i,a»ct'nomif'ally.  to  north  r-entral  Mt'ntana 
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3)  Tha  DEIS  appears  to  predict  proportionately  greater  local  derivative 
econoBUC  effects  from  project  conetruction  than  from  project  operation. 

The  Final  EIS  should: 

*  Explain  the  basis  for  this  prediction. 

24 

*  Describe  the  methods  that  were  used  to  predict  employment  and 
popuiation  effects. 

25 

*  identify  the  moat  important  assumptions  used  to  predict  secondary 
economic  effects  during  construction,  and  how  they  differ  from  the 
assumptions  regarding  the  operations  phase. 

26 

*  Provide  additional  information  on  the  results  of  modeilng 

projections. 

27 

4)  DCtS  predictions  of  long-term  derivative  employment  and  population 
effects  seem  to  be  lower  that  would  be  expected  from  the  addition  of 
3,100  basic  jobs  to  the  north  central  Montana  economy.  The  Pinal  EIS 
should: 

*  Describe  the  difference  between  derivative  effects  of  military  jobs 
and  nonrailitary  jobs. 

28 

*  Identify  any  difference  between  income  and  expenditure  patterns  of 
military  personnel  and  civilians. 

29 

*  Provide  additional  details  on  models  (including  assumptions)  used  to 
predict  primary  and  secondary  employment  and  Incoow  effects,  as  well 
os  additional  details  on  projection  results. 

30 

5)  The  DEIS  assumes  a  relatively  low  rate  of  inmigration  lo  the 
impact  area  as  a  result  of  growth  in  secondary  employment.  The  Final 

EIS  should: 

*  Explain  why  so  few  nonmilitary  persons  and  households  are 

expected  to  move  lo  the  area  as  a  result  of  project-induced  economic 
growth. 

31 

*  Identify  assumptions  used  regarding  excess  capacity  in  employment 
and  service  delivery  capabilities  among  secondary  economic  activities  in 
the  impact  area. 

32 

*  Explain  the  basks  for  DEIS  assumptions  about  labor  force 

participation  and  job  capture  rates  for  relatives  of  U.S.  Air  Force 
personnel. 

33 

*  Expand  on  the  general  discussion  of  income  effects  on  the  proposed 
action . 

34 

*  Differentiate  between  direct  and  secondary  wage  and  salary 

earnings,  and  also  explain  how  proprietor's  income  and  various 
non-labor  income  would  be  affected  by  the  project. 
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6)  What  was  the  basis  for  assuming  that  Sn%  of  military  wives  will  seek 
empioyment  in  secondary  iiidustriet? 

44 

7)  What  IS  the  specific  basis  for  (he  assumption  (hat  nearly  all  civilian 
jobs  wilt  bo  filled  uy  local  peop'e?  Is  local  defined  as  north  central 
Montana  or  statewide? 

c.  Demoeraohics 

45 

The  DEIS  indicates  that  the  (temugraphics  of  inmigranls  and  the 
indigenous  population  would  be  different  and  that  this  would  change 
social  patterns  in  the  impact  area.  The  Final  EiS  should: 

*  Provide  additions',  information  on  comparisons  of  demographic 

differences,  including  more  details  on  age  cohort  distributiun,  race. 

«ex,  educational  background,  and  origination  differences. 

46 

*  Discuss  how  overall  demographics  will  change  in  the  im  ic*  area 

(and  jmrlicularly  Cascade  County)  as  a  result  of  project  operation. 

47 

•  Discuss  in  greater  detail  how  changes  in  demographics  may  affect 

lifestyles,  social  structures,  community  values,  and  interrelationships  in 
the  impart  area. 

48 

*  Identify  how  well  new  military  personnel  will  be  assimilated  into 

local  community  social  interrelationships,  and  identify  which  population 
subgroups  are  most  and  least  capable  of  coping  with  the  social  impacts 
i>f  project  development. 

<1 .  other 

49 

The  Montana  Department  of  Institutions  operates  the  Montane  Center 
for  the  Aged  in  lo^wistown.  During  the  Small  ICBM  construclion 

l>erio<l.  Iteiween  10-33  new  households  are  expected  in  Fergus  Cfointy. 
Employee  lurnover  mfiy  increase  at  Ihe  insti(uii'>n  Itccause  of  the  30-150 
high  paying  i  onslriH  tion  jobs  which  will  be  available  during 
>  oiisiriii  tion. 

50 

No  assunH'd  mitigation  imaisures  are  listed  for  the  so<-i<jeconomics 
prtigmm  <>letm>ni.  If  no  measures  wer**  assumed,  this  should  be  slated 
in  Section  1  l.I  1  l>egintiing  on  )Nige  1-24. 

3.  Housing 

51 

The  DKIS  indicates  that  the  M  S.  Air  Force  proposes  to  provide 
on-h«se  housing  for  inmigrating  military  personnel  However,  during 

the  Helena  public  hearing,  CoUmcl  Walsh  stated  that  the  U.S.  Air 
Force's  general  preferente  was  for  housing  to  1>e  provided  off-base  by 
the  private  sector,  thus  pi-ovhling  local  property  tax  henetita.  Whether 
t  and  how  muihl  h<«is\ng  is  provided  <.n-  or  off-ha»e  will  profwintlly 
infltience  the  ctMgnitude  of  many  types  of  h>h  tal  impacts.  If  the  t|.S. 
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*  Pfovkie  coBpariEons  of  bwclin*  conditions  snd  incoae 
chanctsristics  during  ksy  phases  of  systca  developatent  and  system 
operation. 

*  Identify  the  project's  per  capita  income  effects  in  the  impact  area. 

6)  During  the  initial  phases  of  project  developamnt.  the  project  omy 
reduce  the  availability  of  goods  and  services  in  the  impact  area.  The 
Final  EIS  should: 

*  Discuss  the  potential  for  this  condition  to  cause  temporary 
inflationary  effects. 

*  Describe  the  types  of  activities  most  likely  to  be  affected  by 
inflation  and  the  length  of  time  any  inflationary  effects  might  endure. 

*  Discuss  how  inflation  in  the  costs  of  goods  and  services  atight 
affect  persons  of  different  age  groups,  income  levels,  or  other  living 
situations. 

*  If  population  subgroups  are  adversely  affected,  identify  potential 
mitigation  measures. 


b.  Emplovamnt  and  Popuiation 


The  rcaaonablenesB  of  the  DEIS'  employment  and  total  population 
impact  estinatea  cannot  be  determined  without  further  detailed, 
technical  methodology  describing  the  estimation  procedures .  An 
evaluation  of  the  employment  and  population  impact  estimates  is 
important  not  only  for  a  judgment  on  potential  poaitWe  effects  of  the 
project,  but  also  to  smasuring  potential  negative  impacts  on  local 
govemaients.  This  technical  meth^ology  should  at  a  minimum  answer 
the  following  questions: 

1)  What  are  the  estloaUng  equations  (coefficients,  evaluative  statistics, 
etc.)  and  other  details  of  the  approach  used  to  estimate  input*output 
models  for  the  nine  county  area  and  for  Montana? 

2)  What  sectors  were  used  in  the  nodets? 

3)  What  are  the  values  of  the  entries  in  the  transactions,  direct 
requireamnta ,  and  total  requirements  matrices  of  the  two  input-output 
models? 

4)  What  are  the  baseline  employment  projections  by  detailed  sectors  for 
both  models? 

5)  What  is  the  justification  for  using  a  secondary  employment  multiplier 
of  only  approximately  .4  for  the  years  1994  and  beyond?  Thia  is  an 
unusually  small  multiplier  for  a  county  (county  area)  the  size  of 
(Cascade  (north  centra)  Montana). 
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Air  Force's  housing  plan  has  changed,  then  the  DEIS  analysis  of  the 
social  impacts  of  the  preferred  alternative  must  be  changed  as  well. 
The  social  impacts  of  private  sector  provision  of  housing  will  be 
substantially  different.  The  final  EIS  should  clearly  slate  the  U.S.  Air 
Force's  preferred  alternative  for  housing  its  personnel. 

Under  the  proposed  action,  including  housing  options  HI  and  H2, 
undesirable  effects  are  likely  to  occur.  Upward  pressure  on  housing 
prices  will  result  in  hardship  for  senior  citizens  and  others  on  a 
limited,  fixed  incoaie.  The  10  percent  of  inmigrant  workers  assumed  to 
be  unsuccessful  at  finding  employment  will  also  suffer  from  a  reduced 
vacancy  rate  and  the  resulting  increase  in  housing  coat. 


4.  Public  (and  Private)  Services 

The  DElS's  discussion  of  impacts  to  public  services  focuses  on 
highly  visible  pubUc  services,  e.g.,  police,  fire  protection,  and  water. 
What  specific,  locally  provided  social,  public  health,  and  education 
(library)  services  would  experience  direct  and  indirect  tmpart>  as  a 
result  of  project  implementation?  What  services  are  provided  directly 
I'y  ihe  base  to  military  personnel  and  their  families? 

Expected  project -related  staff  increases  at  the  Great  Falls 
City-County  Health  Department  and  the  Golden  Triangle  Mental  Health 
Center  may  require  increased  levels  of  funding.  What  funding  sources 
nay  be  available  to  support  these  organizations,  and  how  do  these 
sources  differ  from  those  that  support  law  enforcement  and  fire 
protection  services? 

Please  discuss  Ihe  degree  to  which  Ihe  Aid  to  Families  with 
Dependent  Children  and  other  public  welfare  prograais  will  be  affected 
)iy  underemployed  nr  unemployed  inmigrants. 

Workloads  may  also  increase  for  private  service  agencies  whose 
funds  are  not  tied  to  inx  revenues.  Please  discuss  the  |M>ssible 
funding  sources  that  may  be  available  to  alleviate  or  offset  impacts  to 
private  service  agent  ies. 


3.  Public  Finances 

Information  on  slate  government  finance  tnintained  on  pages  3-34 
thniugh  3-3fi  of  the  DEIS  is  out-of-date.  This  information,  including 
the  tax  measures  enacted  by  the  last  legislative  session  needs  to  be 
updated,  since  it  may  affect  conclusions  slated  in  the  rcp.in. 

The  proposed  project  will  ct>mpete  for  funding  with  other  f^eral 
programs,  civilian  and  military.  If  this  project  is  funded,  other  federal 
activities  my  be  cither  cut  beck  or  not  funded  at  as  high  levels.  The 
effects  of  this  concern  as  it  relates  lo  federal  programs  in 
Montana  needs  to  be  addressed. 

-9- 
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impMClK  u>  WkaI  |^>vi‘rnRM.'nlK,  HchooU,  unci  Ou'  ktutv  aiv 
summAnxvtl  in  Ihv  Ot'lS.  Fiva»«  pnividf  dwtuiU  on  iu<Kl«iii  (uirtudinK  dn 
cxpUnulioii  of  kt-y  astiumpOonK)  nsvcl  l»  prvUnt  rwv»>nut'A  uiid 

c-xitenciitui^A,  AK  wt.-n  an  dvtailg  on  the  resuhn  of  revenue  and 

expenditure  predutiunx.  What  are  the  irephcationn  of  the  projeei  on 
mill  levie«,  per  capita  tux  Itaseg,  and  (>er  i-apitu  lax  payments  hy 

nonrmUtary  residents  of  Montana? 

Slate  ^>verriinenl  funds  a  portion  of  local  cMurt,  nia'ial,  and  public 
health  expenditures.  Hoi*  would  ihese  outlays  be  influenced  by 

pi'pulation  growth,  and  would  pi'njecf-indui'ed  tax  revenues  be  KU^ictent 
to  offset  possible  increases  in  expenditures?  Also,  the  Montana 
university  system  is  funded  m  part  by  a  property  tax  that  could  not  be 
applied  to  federal  facilities.  Would  <ither  project -induivd  revenues  be 
sufficient  to  offset  exists  to  the  university  system  ivxutting  from 
project- induced  jKipulation  growth? 

6.  Energy  Utilities 

The  description  of  the  status  of  the  Montana  Power  CcMipany  (MPC) 
share  of  Colstrip  4,  presented  m  the  Iasi  full  paragraph  on  page  3*49. 
is  incomplete-  The  last  three  sentences  should  be  replaced  with  the 
followuigr 

Bei-ause  of  the  loss  of  a  large  industrial  load,  a  decline  m  the  rate 
of  growth  of  elei'tricai  loads,  and  a  Lxitisiderable  surplus  for  the 
foreseeable  future,  MPC  has  agreed  with  the  Montana  Public 
Service  Ciimmission  not  to  include  its  210  MW  share  of  Colstrip  4  in 
the  rate  base  charged  to  its  utility  custuoers.  Instead,  it  has 
made  a  simultaneous  sale-leaaeback  arrangement  with  a  group  of 
private  investors  to  reduce  the  cost  of  the  plant  to  the  cximpany, 
and  it  is  trying  to  market  the  power  from  the  plant  within  and 
outside  the  region.  This  effort  has  been  hindered  by  a  surplus  «>f 
power  throughout  the  region  and  by  United  access  hy  MPC  to  the 
transmission  lines  that  would  jiermtt  sale  of  the  power  outside  the 
Pacific  Northwest.  If  the  power  is  not  sold  on  a  long-term 
contract,  it  might  be  available  to  serve  increases  in  load  m  MPC's 
system. 

The  Concept  of  reserve  margin  is  not  appropriately  applied  in  the 
last  paragraph  on  page  3*92.  The  co-ops  have  no  generation  of  their 
own.  and  no  reserve  margins.  The  difference  between  their  purchases 
from  Central  Montana  CkT,  and  their  sales  to  customers  plus  their  <Twn 
use.  is  actxiunled  for  by  transnission  and  distribution  losses  on  systems 
that  cover  large  geographical  areas  but  serve  few  customcTS.  Custutner 
density  is  very  tow,  relative  to  the  length  of  the  lines.  In  general, 
the  co-ops  buy  both  capacity  and  energy  from  their  suppliers.  Siik'c 
there  will  be  financial  impacts  on  the  co-ops  and  their  customers 
CBsulting  from  (he  increased  l<ieds  associated  with  the  project,  baseline 
project,  baseL.ie  information  should  he  presented  about  energy  loads 


AW  I  tmillions  of  kWh  or  average  MW)  m  addition 
^'1  about  peak  loads. 


The  growth  rates  and  projected  loads  pn-senied  in  the  fiist  two 
paragraphs  on  page  3-93  are  confusing  and  do  not  appear  to  be 
>■onslstent.  Information  should  also  be  presented  on  energy-  load  growth 
(see  previous  comment). 

In  Table  3.2. 3-S  on  page  3-95,  "Demand  ChargeikWh"  should  read 
"Demand  Charge/kW."  A  more  recent  rate  schedule  should  be  used  for 
MPC. 

With  regard  to  Table  4. 2. 2-1,  MPC  currently  projects  a  1966  peak 
load  (baas  case  forecast)  to  be  1,967  MW. 

The  discussio  i  of  the  significance  of  impacts  m  the  last  paragraph 
on  page  4*101  a-  J  the  firat  two  paragraphs  on  page  4-102  may  be 
somewhat  misleading.  Central  Montana  GfcT  receives  a  fixed  allocation 
heavily  subaidiz^  Pick-Sloan  Program  hydropower.  This  is  power 
reserved  for  irngation  projects  planned  under  the  Pick-Sloan  Program, 
but  not  built.  The  power  costs  reflect  zero  mterest  on  a  portion  of  the 
project  '.oats,  and  the  power  is  sold  at  around  7  aiills/kWh.  Central 
Montatw's  additional  power  needs  are  purchased  from  Basin  Electric 
Power  at  around  60  t^U  and  from  MPC  at  around  36  aulls.  The  rates 
charged  by  Central  Montana  to  Fergus  Electric  and  the  other  Coops  is 
the  weighted  average  exMt  of  these  three  sources. 

As  the  project  increases  the  loads  of  Fergus  Electric  and  Sun 
River  Electric.  Central  Montana  must  increase  its  purchases  of  thermal 
power  from  Basin  and  its  purchases  of  wholesale  power  frum  MPC.  This 
will  increase  Central  Montana's  average  cuat  and  dnve  up  power  coats 
to  all  customers  of  co-ops  tjtat  buy  power  from  Central  ^niana.  This 
is  an  impact  of  the  project. 

The  significance  of  this  impact  can  be  addressed  in  two  ways. 
The  first  is  relative:  if  the  percentage  increase  m  the  coat  of  power  of 
retail  electricity  conaumrs  is  very  small,  the  impact  may  be  said  to  not 
be  significant.  The  second  measure  of  significance  is  absolute-  A 
measuraole  portion  of  the  power  costs  of  the  project  will,  under  current 
pricing  policies,  be  passed  slong  to  other  custumers.  This  amount  is 
ettual  to  the  difference  between  the  price  of  Pick-Sloan  power  and  that 
i>f  Basin  power,  times  the  proportion  nf  Pick-Sloan  power  in  Central 
Montana's  iota!  supply,  limes  the  total  power  use  of  the  project.  It  is 
not  an  insignificant  amount . 

For  example,  the  project's  total  load  placed  on  Central  Montana  is 
9.900  kW.  If  the  project  load  factor  is  .67,  energy  use  wtU  be  around 
32.12  million  kWh  per  year.  If  Pick-Sloan  power  is  one-tjiird  of  Central 
Montana's  supply,  then  one*third  of  the  energy  used  by  the  project  will 
be  Pick-Sluan  power  formerly  used  by  other  co-op  customers.  If  the 
incremental  power  comes  from  Basin,  the  coats  to  these  cuslonmrs  will 
go  up  by  93  nulls  per  kWh  replaced.  This  amounts  to  about  9970. 000 
per  year-  This  impact  could  be  mitigated  by  the  11. S.  Air  Force 
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lontntcfing  with  the  jxiwer  sujiplivrs  to  iMy  them  the  foil  .xist  of 
««ju»iing  the  additional  power  to  serve  the  project. 


facilities  in  Conrad  and  Lewistuwn  to  help  imtigsie  this  pi>tential 
problem. 


The  Montana  Deiwrtiiient  »f  Highways  is  jsirllcipdtmg  wiih  the 
Federal  Highway  Administration,  the  US  .\ir  Fonx*.  .«nd  tx>«iniy 
giivernments  Ifi  the  ilevelopment  of  the  US  .Air  Foixx's'  l^Tcnsc  Access 
K'wds  id-ARt  program  for  the  proposed  Sri<i]I  K'RM  jirojei't.  Routes, 
'nterscclions,  and  Hinicturvs  that  have  been  identified  by  the  US  .Air 
Fone  for  Hard  Mobile  (..auncher  tHMl.)  ojwraiions  are  currently  Iwing 
••valuated  by  the  Oejiartment.  This  detailed  eval«att<in.  to  fa-  <-»»mpJetcd 
as  a  i»art  of  the  DAR  program,  has  a  i«>mpleiion  schedule  "f  N»v»mber 
I,  I9k7.  Oetaileil  Department  commenta  regarding  the  D.AR  jitx>grAm  will 
Ik*  available  at  that  lime.  Pending  cowipletmn  "f  the  PAR  evaluations, 
ihc  l>ei>ariment  wishes  to  j, reserve  the  opjxirtunitv  for  recionmending 
spe<  ifjc  mitigating  tm'asures  at  (hat  tune 

ilverall,  the  Montana  Dejiartment  of  Highways  is  satisfied  that  »h»- 
PF1S  identifies  and  addresses  the  majority  "f  ns  concerns. 

The  greatest  jioteiilial  for  impact  on  Montana's  highway  system 
wouUl  inviilie  the  urban  street  network  in  Great  Fall*  and  .*11  narrow 
jMvements  in  rural  areas.  Increased  commuting  traffu  to  Malmstrom 
AFB,  and  prop.mul  annual  inaiiitenance  trips  for  ea*  h  "f  th»-  MMl,s 
would  be  the  prinviry  caiisr  of  these  impacts.  The  HMl>  pn»po-se*l  *•> 
rw>  I'M-Hti'd  west  of  Ciieat  Fulls  sh‘  uld  He  n^nteil  through  Great  Fails  to 
M.dmslr'im  AFB  m  -ui  h  a  rrwinncr  to  provide  minimum  ilisn»pn*»n  -d  Fn-al 
tcriffir  HMJ.  m»o»'meni*  with  esc-orf  vehicles  forming  H  convey  of  4  or  i 
vehicles  will  I  aiise  traffic  ilelaying  ix>ngestinn  In  addition,  the  width 
ind  length  of  the  MMJ.  and  its  escorting  vehtrlos  will  cause  delays  and 
.'■ngestion  -rn  narrow  nirw!  r»«ds  where  htglier  Iniffir  vninmes  exist. 

The  '■  S.  Air  Force  will  he  rv'tuired  to  obtain  a  non-ltw  |«ermtl  from 
the  Detiartment's  ticiss  Vehi<  Je  Weight  Divixion  in  Helena  to  <  over  the 
rtv'vements  .if  the  nvirsite,  ow-rwcight  HMLs. 

Poi.-ntutl  mitigation  imasures  utcntified  in  fh<  trarisporf.alion  element 
on  Page  l-l’ih  of  Til.’  DUS  should  include  .ic.xdepaled  federal  funding 
for  parts  of  the  Great  Falls  tnin»|i*trlation  plans  that  rottld  hetji  offset 
1’rogram-re‘iited  ts.  in<  Hiding  -  onstnn  t|on  of  tfie  south  arterial 

tiyjKiss  frofli  Gon-  Hill  to  r>7th  slis-»>t  iti  Great  F.ills. 


The  iransjxirt  of  the  haul  mobile  launchers  to  Malmxlrom  Air  F.nxe 
Base  once  a  year  for  servicing  may  have  an  adverse  impact  >m  tounam 
01  n  rth  -entral  Montana.  Current  Vlinuteman  m.sailes  and  their  launch 
'.»!  dities  are  largely  invisible  t.  the  traveling  puldit  Fven  with 
widened  highways,  ihe  presence  ’.f  these  large  wwajsins  will  be«cKite 
.1)'.  Die  Final  FIS  shouHl  ■  oiisiiler  the  I'stabtishmenl  of  service 


The  Montana  Department  of  Htsalth  and  Envmmmetdal  Scmnc’es,  .Air 
QuaUty  Biirrau  has  worked  nxiperatively  with  the  U.S.  Air  Force  on 
several  of  the  air  quality  a.specta  .vf  the  air  quality  analyxia  contained 
m  the  DEI.S.  Overall,  the  bureau  i>  saliafied  that  the  DFIK  identifies 
and  .ippro|>riateiy  nddresaea  air  quality  issues  of  •'oncem . 


Must  of  the  construction  artivttiea  involving  stream  or  stream 
>  rosainga  as  proposed  m  the  DEIS  are  expected  to  cause  short-duration 
declines  in  water  quality  In  order  for  the  stream-related  projects 
(ve  I'onstrurteri  arording  to  state  and  fc'clerai  permit  roxfutrements.  the 
following  permits  and/or  authorizations  must  Iw  'Secured.  'T  where 
ippropt^te,  receive  a  vartance  from  the  requirements 


Stream  Protection  -  "124"  -  administered  by  the  Dejiartneni  of 
Fish,  Wildlife,  and  Parks. 

Natural  Strvambed  and  Imnd  Preservation  •  "TIO"  -  administered 
by  U-Mal  Conservation  Diatncts 

Water  Pollution  Contix.l  -  "4f>4“  -  administered  by  the  I..S.  Army 
Corps  «vf  F.ngineeps. 

Short-term  Exemption  Authorization  -  “TA"  -  administered  by  the 
Department  of  Health  and  Environmental  Silences.  Water  (juality 
Kutvau 

Montana  Pollutant  Oitcharge  Elmination  System  (MPDES)  jwrmits 
will  he  required  for  any  •'..nstrurtton  dewatering  discharges  that  c»x«  h 
slate  surfare  waters  -  adaunistered  hy  the  Dejairtment  of  Health  and 
Fnviixfnmental  Sciences.  Water  t^aliiy  Bureau . 

The  Detiartmeni  of  Health  and  Envipinmental  Si  ienix*s's 
luth'irizatinns  and  required  permits  related  to  water  quality  need  site 
sjwKifH  information  lieyond  that  mrluded  in  the  DFIS  If  the  small 
fCBM  project  is  appixived  and  funded,  the  U  S.  Air  Force  must  •'■mply 
with  these  mft.riBatlunai  needs  («'  alF/w  (he  Dejiartinent  to  •••>mj>»*’Te 
ictiun  on  these  authorizations  and  jw'rmits  in  e.onpliance  with  state  Idwt 


The  nF:i5  IS  unclear  in  the  statement  found  "-n  t>agv  '.’-Kf  that  the 
4.900  acre-feet  of  water  riwjuitvd  during  renslrucium  will  be  fiw-i  by 
t.mn  and  city  supplies  in  the  area.  In  that  construction  siies  wii; 
presumably  he  remote  from  these  tr>wns  and  cities.  wiU  this  water  l» 
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hauled  to  the  conatruction  aiteaT  If  water  ia  to  be  obtained  onsite, 
state  water  permitting  authoriaationa  will  apply. 

The  statement  is  made  on  page  4*236  of  the  DEIS  that 
"construction  water  use  in  the  summer  could  contribute  to  the 
desiccation  of  some  of  the  siaaller  streams,  locally."  As  this  type  of 
impact  may  preclude  state  authorization  to  divert  and  use  water,  does 
that  II. S.  Air  Force  have  contingency  plans  for  this  situation? 


12.  Hazardous  Waste 

Page  3-46:  The  statement  that  "the  waste  can  be  stored  unbase 
for  no  more  than  90  days,  and  then  must  be  transported  to  a  permitted 
treatment,  storage,  and  disposal  facility"  is  incorrect.  Malmstrom  AFB 
(urrentiy  holds  a  hazardous  waste  storage  permit  from  the  Montana 
Department  of  Health  and  Environinentai  Sciences,  and  is  not  limited  to 
00  days  of  storage  time. 

Page  The  Cleanup  Activities  section  should  include  a  more 

complete  discussion  of  handling  and  final  disposition  of  cleanup 
materials. 


13.  Noxious  Weeds 

The  Final  EIS  should  include  the  identification  and  commitment  to 
U.S.  Air  Foix'e  implementation  of  appropriate  measures  for  weed  control 
•>n  disturbed  areas.  An  integrated  weed  control  plan  should  be 
implemented  to  prevent  the  estabUshment  and  spread  of  noxious  weeds. 
Components  of  the  plan  should  include  prevention,  cultural  control, 
mechanical  control  and  herbicide  use. 
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Small  ICBM  project  maintenance  crews  and  construction  supervisors 
should  learn  to  recognize  and  control  the  statewide  noxious  weeds  listed 
in  ARM  4.5. 202-203,  and  any  additional  noxious  weeds  listed  in  each 
affected  county.  Copies  of  the  County  Noxious  Weed  Control  Act  and 
Rules  and  the  Noxious  Weed  Management  Standards  are  attached  to 
these  comments. 

The  best  method  of  weed  control  is  to  prevent  the  initial 
establishment  of  weeds.  Heavy  construction  equipment  should  be 
washed  to  remove  weed  seeds  before  entering  new  construction  areas. 
The  amount  of  area  disturbed  by  construction  should  be  minimized  to 
reduce  the  spread  of  weeds.  Off-mad  vehicle  use  should  also  be 
tiiscou  raged. 


81 


82 


Cultural  coni  ml  involves  rapid  revegetatiun  of  disturbed  areas  to 
provide  (rumpetition  to  weeds  fmm  desirable  vegetation.  Other  weed 
('ontmt  methods  range  fmm  hand  pulling,  movring,  or  hoeing  to  the 
application  of  suitable  herbicides  or  soil  sterilants.  A  description  of 
various  weed  contmt  methods  and  herbicide  recommendations  for  specific 
weeds  are  included  in  the  Weed  Management  Standards. 
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17.  Wildlife 

Page  S-21:  The  DEIS  states  that  "several  small  wetlands  on-base 
may  be  eliminated,  but  these  wetlands  are  not  important  habitats."  All 
wetlands  are  important  to  nongame  species.  The  DEIS  should  define 
"important"  habitat. 

Page  3-126:  Paragraph  3.8  indicates  that  deployment  "may  affect" 
listed  species.  Therefore,  section  7  consultation  is  required. 

Page  3-13&:  The  last  two  paragraphs  make  no  distinction  (or  a 
random  distinction)  between  various  zoological  taxa  and  legal 
(‘toBSifU'ation.  Legally,  raccoon  and  badger  are  nungan«  and  the  skunk 
IS  a  predator.  Mountain  lion  and  bobcat  are  classed  as  game  animals. 
Thtre  is  only  one  species  of  harvest  mouse  in  Montana  {Reithrodontomvs 
mega'otis) ,  not  "various  species”. 

Page  3-141;  The  ornate  Ikix  turtle  does  not  occur  in  Montana. 
The  sagebrush  lizanl  and  prairie  lizard  are  not  common  in  (he  area. 
The  sagebrush  lizard  tScelop^^roua  graciosus)  may  be  found  in  limited 
numbers  in  the  southeastern  portion  of  the  study  area.  Homed  toads 
(Phrynosoma  douglassi)  are  fairly  common,  while  the  prairie  lizard  does 
not  <xcur  in  Montana. 

Page  3-149  and  ISl;  Habitat  description  for  Preble’s  shrew  is 
reversed.  The  species  ornirs  in  dry  habitats  with  moderate  to 
medium-heavy  shrub  canopy.  Density  is  low,  distribution  wide. 

Page  4-199:  Paragraph  on  Threatened  6  Endangered  Species 
indicates  field  surveys  would  be  f  imducted  during  spring  and  summer 
1987  for  bald  eagle  .ind  grizzly  bear.  The  Montana  Department  of  Fish. 
Wildlife,  and  Parks  (MDFWP)  has  received  no  information  on  plans, 
methods  or  results  of  these  surveys. 

Page  i-19!);  The  iliscussior  of  Threatened  4  Endangered  Specurs 
in  the  DEIS  indicates  field  surveys  would  l>e  conducted  during  spring 
-ind  summer  1987  for  Imld  eagle  and  grizzly  bear.  The  Montana 
Ih'p.irtmont  of  Fish.  Wildlife,  and  Parks  (MDFWP)  has  received  no 
information  on  jilans,  methisis  or  results  tif  these  surveys. 
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Page  4-203:  "'he  bottom  of  |Mge  lists  an  assumed  mitigation  as 
"removal  of  trt*es  ard  niptiir  nests/n*osls  would  bt*  minimized."  Ih>w 
rlo»*s  this  relate  to  the  Mignittiry  Bird  Treaty  Act,  the  Bald  and  Golden 
I!ag!e  Piviiectimi  A<  I .  the  Fndangemd  Species  A<  t,  and  protective 
SCI  tioriK  of  stale  law? 

Pago  4-204;  First  item  is  not  in  foncerl  with  interagency 
reiommenda-  trms  for  proteitioti  and  management  of  bald  eagles.  The 
DKIS  should  n-rer»*nc»-  the  guidelines  and  c-all  for  ilevelnpment  of 
site-spe«  ifir  management  plans  «’ii  nesting  territories  within  the  zone  of 
iiifluenre  I  sec  FWS  letter,  (mge  ('-3). 


> 

U 


14.  Erosion 

Mitigation  measures  and  soil  conaervatwn  strategies  such  as 
miniouzlng  the  extent  of  disturbance,  minimizing  slope  angles,  straw 
mulching,  topaoU  stockpiling,  installing  sediment  traps,  and  rapidly 
revegetating  disturbed  areas  should  be  implemented  to  reduce  soil 
eroeion  and  runoff  from  disturbed  sites.  Fertilisation,  irrigation, 
hydro-mulching,  or  transplanting  may  also  be  considered  to  aid  the 
eslablishment  desirable  vegetstion.  Species  selection  should  depend 
on  the  climate,  soils,  and  vegetation  of  tlW  surrounding  area. 


13.  Rural  Land  Use 

Based  on  the  safety  analysis  in  the  DEIS,  an  explosive  safety  zone 
of  1,230  feet  appears  adequate  to  protect  people  living  or  working  near 
launch  facilities.  However,  selecting  isolated  deployment  sites  would 
provide  greater  safety.  Launch  facilities  near  riparian  areas  should 
also  be  avoided  to  reduce  sedimentation  during  construction  and 
miniinize  possible  contamination  of  water  if  an  accident  or  spill  occurs. 

The  Final  EIS  should  include  a  commitment  to  mitigating  measures 
necessary  to  minimize  construction  disturbance  on  productive 
Agricultural  land.  Selection  of  appropriate  measures  should  involve 
local  county  planners,  the  Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
Service,  and  should  be  based  on  existing  soil  and  land  use 
classifications.  The  assumption  that  rangeland  or  dryland  crops  are 
are  non-productive  should  be  revised.  Although  total  production  may 
be  low  for  dryland  crops,  net  production  may  exceed  that  of  irrigated 
land. 


16.  Visual 

Limiting  the  area  of  intensive  study  for  visual  impacts  to  that 
within  one-half  mile  of  scenic  or  heavily  traveled  highways  provides  an 
adequate  assessment  of  visual  impacts  to  highway  travelers.  The 
document  is  unclear,  however,  re^rding  impacts  to  the  93  ixxrupied 
residences  located  in  cioae  proximity  (page  4-174)  to  proposed  hard 
mobile  launcher  (HML)  shelters.  Also,  what  is  the  possible  impact  to 
any  recreation  areas  that  are  near  proposed  HML  shelters? 

Are  the  earth-covered  igloos  to  be  revegetated?  If  so,  how  long 
would  it  lake  to  rc-eslsblish  vegetation,  and  what  plant  species  would 
be  used? 

With  the  construction  of  HML  shelters  and  the  added  movement  of 
HMLs  and  other  military  vehicles,  some  of  the  project's  visual  effects 
will  be  quite  obvious  and  noticeable.  With  the  higher  visibility  could 
come  a  heightened  public  awareness  of  a  large  missile  field  in  north 
central  Montana.  What  are  the  cumulative  or  secondary  psychological  or 
sociological  impacts  that  could  result  from  this  increas^  awareness  and 
perception? 
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Rage  4*217:  A  new  active  bald  eagle  nest  has  been  located  in  the 
deployment  area.  Location  and  status  was  confirmed  by  Dennis  Flath 
and  Doug  Getz  of  the  MDFWP  on  April  28,  1987,  and  is  in  very  close 
proximity  to  launch  farilMy  1-7,  which  is  missing  from  table  4. 8. 2-4. 
.An  exact  location  is  available  from  the  MDFWP.  The  appropriate 
mitigation  measure  is  developr.«nt  of  and  adherence  to  a  site-specific 
management  plan  for  the  Cascade  territory  (nest  8039-006-01). 

Page  4-237  and  4-238:  A  bridge  upgrade  is  scheduled  within  close 
proximity  to  the  Cascade  bald  eagle  nest.  Again,  site  specific  planning 
will  be  necessary  to  ensure  continued  viability  of  this  pair  of  birds. 
Experience  has  shown  that  first  and  second  year  nesting  attempts  are 
much  more  vulnerable  to  disturbance  than  are  nesting  efforts  at  a  site 
which  has  been  active  for  several  past  years,  so  long  as  those  past 
attempts  have  resulted  in  at  least  60%  nesting  success.  1987  was  the 
first  year  of  nesting  at  the  Cascade  site.  These  are  very  likely  young 
(4-5  yr.  old)  birds,  which  will  not  tolerate  much  disturbance  until 
several  years  of  successful  nesting  experience  have  been  attained. 

Page  C-3:  Section  7  consultation  has  been  completed.  The  second 
paragraph  calls  for  development  of  site  specific  plans  on  certain  bald 
eagle  nest  territories  tn  assist  recovery  of  the  species.  The  MDFWP 
intends  to  participate  with  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  to 
accomplish  these  plans  and  encourage  participation  by  the  U.S.  Air 
Force  as  well. 


18.  Rcrreal  ion: 


Page  2-12;  Impacts  tn  regional  recreation  are  identified  as  low  and 
not  significant  "because  overall  use  is  generally  high  only  during  peak 
•ISO  periods. .  .resuliing  in  a  slight  decline  of  the  rtx'reational 
experience.” 

We  •piestion  this  rationale.  Adding  additional  use  to  existing  peak 
•'ondilions  further  compounds  problems  at  txipular  recreational  areas  like 
Hoher  I,Ake,  Canyon  Ferry  Reserv«)jr,  and  the  Missouri  River 
Recreation  Road.  People  will  viltimately  be  turned  away  from 
campgrounds  for  lack  of  available  campground  space.  If  a 
recreHtionnlisi's  choice  of  camping  space  is  unavailable,  this  will 
represent  nvire  than  a  "slight"  decline  in  the  recreational  experience  in 
Montana. 

Giant  Springs  State  Park  now  has  portions  of  the  season  when  its 
{■arking  l*i1s  and  picnic  facilities  are  filled  tn  capacity.  large 

jierrenlage  of  the  current  use  at  these  facilities  is  attributable  to 
jx'rsonnrl  fmm  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Rase,  which  is  located  •mly  one  mile 
fmm  the  jmrk.  .Additional  use  by  an  increa-sed  population  will  add  to 
safety  and  parking  pmblems  at  the  park,  as  welt  as  effect  the  facility's 
>'omi>etitinn. 

-17- 


r»T8i 


EV2-I/99  _ I  EV2-1/99 


DOCUMENT  98 


DOCUMENT  98 


96 

97 

98 

99 

100 

101 

102 


J’u«v  i-JH;  H  » 
"I'nnsiriu  t  loit  lit  «'xiic\  i.-«l 
"(■.ii\!tliu»  inin  shall  U-  iii  ' 


sui;i'i‘sl«'<l  that 
1.1  Ih‘  in  >  nmpUaiU'o 
. iiiuiUai\>  <•  w  III  lUi  ■■ 


th>'  st'iiu-iiit* 

»i(h  shotihl  it-ad 


*'  »►£*“  S»-i  iii.n  .l.j..'!  I;  I'liMsi-  aihl  ihi-  Miss>»ui-i  Rivit 

Kfi  TtMtliinal  Ristil  til  aivas  uit'iilifu'il  as  "luMVily  iist’it" .  -Mso  ail«l 

Nfvvlau  rivt-K.  Nyl.m,  IUmh,  Fraiuis  amt  Tilwr  Rfs^-rvitirs  !•»  aii*as 
lilt-nlifu-tl  as  ”Iumvi«'M  lisliin^  an-t'ss  utt'”. 

Ttu  Dl  lS  lilt  uni  t  ily  sialfs  ihal  "lliinitii|’.  .  ^•l  uikirtly  tK  t  urs  •ui 
Nati'itial  loia-st  t.imis..  '  amt  "tti^  ^aim-  (iiKtiitii'  (atffurtty  •loui’s  <•(> 
Nalitiiial  F.'i'csts.  \  si^iiit  it'atil  aiii.uint  uf  lutlillliy;  iiia‘ssit)x‘  iik  lh«‘ 

Kf^itiit  Inflmiut'  (UDlt  .uinis  .ui  )in\.ilt'  laml.  Ri‘r»*uUy.  ami 

lilt  I'fasih)'  aimuiiit  'f  in  i',  aft'  latui  in  (ttf  KOI  is  ix-iMt;  •  i<>s<*<l  anti 

Iniitliti^  I'ljllits  Itasftl  \iltliUiiiial  liuiilin^  hn-ss»u»‘  i»  ih*"  ROl  iausu*«i 
liy  |H>|iulati>iii  im  iimsi's  i-flaUat  <>>  Iht'  Siiiall  iikty 

iiu  is‘ast’  itiis  tifitii,  rm-rtuTiri^  irn  t-c.isfd  hiKilui^  jii'a'.ssur*'  »»  availabit- 
)><thlu  latuls. 


Tfu'  Dt.lS  sl.iN-s  lhat  ■'Inirvus**#  i»>  ^isJlaUon  tan 
)»'(s  •■ivt'tl  <iuality  -if  ihi'  ivi  rtaiional  **\neM**iK  v. . .  ' 


coKs  i-atti>  oV  huhtin^ 
ivil)  iiltinuioly  !»■  a  i»*‘HSurablv  iti'cn. 


I'fsiili  in  itft  liiu' 

Vihil*-  this  IS  iriif.  It  vMll  als.i 
ami  f'ishnifj  V  ilt'iji  ifi  su<'<'*-ss 
iml  imt  mt’is'ly  jhti 

I'Ij",  S«-«-ti.iii  I  b.l.t:  Tin-  UKIS  appt-ars  ».»  have 

lilt oris  t  tly  assiiim‘<1  that  i-o|;itinal  it<-muml  anil  iiarta aviation  in 
is'iTtMlioiial  .ictiMlu's  Mill  UK  ivastf  at  a  pniptirlional  tii  (stpulalion 

Hf  fi't-l  that  It  i-s  a  \a}i(l  assumption  that  runKtructum  wnrk^nt 
iiitl  Maliiisti-oin  I'mpl.iyi't's  will  inrivasv  ihv  prin.‘*irlit'i»  "f  »h»*  youngor 
|Hipiitatitin ,  liaxing  s|w>nilable  inromv  and  U'isure  limt*  ih  of  Ihe 

t  tiarartfi-istK  s  <<!'  >ti<-  irtM's  i  ijfrvnt  {xipiilatiun .  This  will  tau&o  a 
grt-.itm-  iinp.u't  .iit  tho  Kill's  I'tnTealioiial  n'StniiHvs  lhan  the  DtilS's 
issmiiplitin  pnivules 

-l-iax.  S»-rtiiin  <.3.'i.l;  The  DF.IS  has  not  atitlrvssed  tw»- 
issues  First,  the  DFVKP's  Smith  River  Plan  is  nearly  complete,  and  the 
Department  i.s  at  Stage  1  -if  management  .if  Ihe  Smith  River,  i.e. 
v..luntary  reservation  system.  When  floater  use  exceeds  the  capacity  of 
the  river  (IDi)  i>ePsons  a  day)  ftir  ibon*  than  15  ^lercent  tif  the  float 
seas.tn,  the  l)e}>.irlmen1  will  implement  the  next  stage,  which  will 
ivnuim-  mandatory  rx-gistration  and  reservation  of  users.  This  will 
devcloiimenl  of  the  Phase  11  system  has  not  yet  been  necessary. 
Possible  iniri'a.sed  use  related  to  the  Small  ICRM  project  may  re<iuire 
this  .tdditional  effort  hy  the  Department. 

Second,  currvni  hunting  pressure  in  the  l.ittle  flelt  Mountains  is 
resulting  in  the  need  for  Ihe  De^mrtment  to  consider  a  major  change  in 
•  he  hiiniing  pnigram  for  this  area,  rurrenlly.  most  hunting  districts 
III  the  l.ittle  Belt  Mountains  are  open  for  antlered  hull  elk  hunting. 
Additional  hunting  iiressure  related  to  the  Small  ICBM  project  may  cause 
'he  Department  to  implement  spe<'ial  permit  hunting  in  this  area.  This 
will  suhseijuently  cause  greater  hunting  pressure  in  other  districts 
further  to  the  west  in  the  .trt'a. 

-18- 
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Page  4-IH2:  The  DFIS  identifies  "l^.w,  iml  signilii-ant  impacts  t.j 
.Sprmg.s  ’*  \.s  sUtleil  jir»-M<.usly,  .Mbiitional  use  of  this  |>upular 

.tfea  by  Malmsironi  AFK  jH-rsonnel  and  tbeir  families  has  ib«'  iMitential  to 
signifi<anily  iintv.iit  ibis  stale  isii-k  whi.  h  is  .ilis-ady  exp<'riencirig 
•  iceri  rotkdiiig  amt  ..tiKtiily  problems. 

The  DKIS  il's  s  tioi  address  ibe  importam  <•  ■>!  the  Missouri  River 
|{i‘er>-aliori  Ktstti  to  .trea  fishing  op|r>rtiinities .  The  MiSSuun  River 
KcHn-utiofi  Rixid  fisun  Holler  Reservou  lo  ('.isiade  reteives  73,OtK)  .ingler 
.lays  use*  jar  yi.ir,  .tiid  jimvides  .utess  lo  'be  most  heavily  fished 
tx-.it'h  iif  river  jwr  mile  in  Moiii.tna.  There  aie  int  rt-asing  im  ideiits  of 
lunrhi'ts  .tniong  floatirs,  short-  fishermen,  and  Irjuter?  along  this 
sttfti'h  -if  th«-  Missouri  HiVer  Xdiblioii.tl  lisfuiig  |;r»-s-ur»-  -an  lie 
eX}H-cled  to  ciillUMiumI  these  pisiblems. 
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1*1  Stat<--iiw  ned  1  .intis 

Tlw  li.S.  Air  lone  is  It-I|uesled  to  siibiiut  i.-IUes 
ficttl  cviiluiilioiis  I'oiulucleii  ••Ti  si.iie-owiied  lands  re 
resources,  thrc-ulemd  and  endangereti  sjieiies,  .tnd 
information  l>>  the  Helena  Office  of  ilit  Montana  l>e|iartmerit 
t.ands  for  intiusion  in  the  .igemy's  is-soune  fiUs  If 

lestiurces  art-  found  -ui  sl.ite*i>wiieii  laiuls,  tli*-  Departnient 
f^nJ.s  should  l>e  i  unlai  led  nnmt-diati  ly  .niti.iie  iiiitigaiion 

pisiccdures . 


-I  any  i-t-rlin*nt 
ganling  -  ultural 

-if  State 
'  uHucal 
of  Slate 
pl.itiiiing 
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20.  Cultural  Resiiiirces 

The  cnnsidemiion  of  cultural  and  fsile-mlological  resources  in  the 
Draft  Small  inlerconlinenta)  R.ilbstie  MissiU-  Pi-ogram  DilS  pr.vides  a 
(Mirtial  review  of  the  Kinds,  nature  aiiif  range  of  .ulturul  and 
lialptiniolugical  values  likely  to  Ite  .tfft-iied  by  th<-  jonje.  i  The 
inadequacies  of  the  d-Mument  reflei  l  the  lunitalions  o{  'he  -  urm-nt 
resource  data  bases  for  inariugemeni  use  .is  wi-lj  as  limiiati.jns  of  th«- 
lurrent  resource  data  leases  for  management  use  as  wt-ll  as  made.juate 
baikground  research,  data  synthesis,  and  oiganioaimn  As  a  rx-suH , 
the  anticipated  effiK-ts  .if  the  pr«.js.s.-ri  project  on  .  uilural  and 
jialeontulugical  resources  are  difficult  to  assess.  While  som*.  l>enefits 
may  result  in  the  form  of  contributums  to  existing  Knowledge  .tbout 
<'uilural  resources  in  the  study  area  and  :n  addiltona)  <lala  for  more 
effective  management,  the  overall  effwis  -.f  ihe  pn-jecl  n.  the 
pretustoric  resource  base  is  clearly  .tdvers.-,  la-cause  of  the  selective 
nature  of  data  recovery  for  mitigation  and  (he  rionn>newable  nature  if 
the  resource.  In  that  light,  the  c.»lk'(tive  summary  of  site  itr.jtacls 
iVigUPe  S-7  and  Figure  4.0-'')  should  not  jiortr.iy  .-ffects  t-i  pr»-hislonc 
resources  as  beneficial. 

Chapter  3  of  the  document  pnividcs  .t  n-view  of  the  existing  data 
liases  for  prehislonc.  hi.slunc.  ^at|ve  Amenr-jin  anil  (vtie<mto)og}cai 
resources.  Considerable  effopi  was  made  l.i  .tn-uunl  for  the  limitations 
and  biases  of  Ihe  existing  data  fuse  for  iiei'historii  sites,  ami  t<.> 
generate  useful  managemerif  information  (h-sjnte  these  limitations 

-l‘J- 
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However,  the  chapter  provides  little  t-ontextual  information  ftxmi 
which  to  view  the  management  value  .if  historic  and  Native  American 
fesuiirces.  The  limitations  of  the  information  examined  was 
'ipproprwirly  recognized  .tnd  trx'Stetl  cautiously,  tmt  investigati'ins  of 
..(her  sources  of 

inf.irmatioii  irvgioual  and  lucal  histories,  etc.)  wer*>  md  consulted  to 
.-sfahlish  useful  overviews  of  the  historic  and,  to  s.)me  extent,  ihe 
iitH'histonc  contexts  of  the  .in^a.  Consequently,  the  usseRsments  -»f 
jioteiitial  ioqsicts  to  v.th.'us  kinils  of  cultural  resources  are  foundwl  ..n 
mfomjdele  treatments  or  syntheses  of  the  available  lilerature- 

Aniicip.ited  imjiacts  to  pm-hiRtoric  sites  are  iirojecte<l  from 
stidisiu-al  .ipplicatlons  to  a  limited  data  base  and  presented  in  the  form 
of  sensitivity  zones  For  historic  Rites,  anticipnted  iRijiacts  «tx‘  Istsed 
■'fi  'iu.ililalive  .is.sessmcnts  ..f  a  limited  and  pisihably  tiiaaed  hislorii-  site 

•  i.ita  t»isv  -Anticiixited  impacts  to  paltHintolngical  sites  .ire  tiased  on 
gi>o|.igtciil  mapping  dal.i  Anticipated  imp.icts  to  contemvsirary  Native 
VmerK.in  religious  .uid  .  iiltural  site*  an'  based  on  the  n-sultx  of 
s.ilicit.-d  n'Hp.nse*  fn-m  I's.il  tribes  and  arbitrarily  derived  buffer  zones 
H.iri-oun«ling  identified  areas  of  sensitivity.  The  do<-ument  recognizes 
Hi.u  none  --f  the  liackgroiind  inf.irmation  used  lo  assess  project  imiwis 

•  ire  reliable  r..r  making  site-sia-cifn  locational  or  evaluative  jirediclions. 

tiiv.-u  the  preliminary  planning  ••tage  .if  the  jirojeit  and  the 
limiianons  .-f  'lie  .  urn-nt  data  bases  for  effectiv.*  tnanag«'ment  of 
oltunil  tnd  piili-c-nli'l.'gical  revnirces .  esi.tblishing  hi.storit  iml 
(.i-.hiNt-.ri<  '-.intexts  tv-ciimes  ..f  cnticiil  inip.irtame  for  planning 

).urp..ses  Contexts  sh.’uld  im  Uule  .iverviews  “f  the  .urn-nt 

'indvrst.iruling  -.f  <  ultiiral  .trul  pah-.ml.iloguai  values  in  the  pritjecl 
■  KervKws  -.h.'iibl  siinimanz.e  rolevant  data  and  literature  and  stn-k  to 
iilt-niify  iisii.ru  uid  |<pehisiortc  trends,  patterns  and  other  issues  of 
iiiti-rrelali.'nships  n-le-.-.ini  to  sj*ecific  research  topi.-s,  important  events 
uul  [u  rs.iiis.  Jnst  pi-i.  .ir.  hite.  1iir.il  styles  .ind  «le\ elopmenls.  .itui 
-..rti.s  ulturai  v.il.ies  tJi.il  h.tvi-  i-.-lev.mce  lo  Ihe  .iix-a  --I  ...ncerii-  The 
l.i-edicti..ns  ..f  the  iitx-hisl..rii  sensitivity  nsstel,  f>ir  .'x.imple,  is  n-.r 
q'j'bc.ilde  for  tssessiiig  imji.icis  t..  hisiorii'  resotines.  \  <  rdic.il  review 
•if  III.-  ii.lei  rei.iTi..i\s?ii|i>  -'f  bisl.iric  .-xjiU.rat ion ,  innting.  igrmiMui-*-, 
'  raiisi.i.rtat  i-ifi .  n'l'igatioii.  el...  ni.iy  have  iimvnled  .i  m.ire  usefui 
fi'.  m  whi.h  to  d'-v.-l.jp  sci.-niifn  research  p<it>'niiais  .mi»  i«l«-nlify 
nnji'iri.iii  (K-i-sons .  .'vents.  iiul  .inhitectural  qualities  relevant  l.«  *he 
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e  (  niic.ii  fat  tor 
e.irch,  t»»»t  ihe.'s 


Th.  .1..' unH-lit  emiihasi/es  ri-sean  tl  ji-iteiitial  .u 
m  dilating  impi*  ts  in»l  i.leiitifyuig  <  ategorres  of 
ri-it  indiiiite  what  sfH>i  ifii-  research  t-ipns.  quesitons  or  issue*  iip^H'ar  to 
lx-  -if  reb-v.iTii  «•  basi'd  --n  Known  site  <l;ila.  Atul  the  dncumeni  «l«*’S  n«*l 
.iddress  ..ih«r  qii.ildies  tiy  whi«h  Nattonal  Register  t-hgibibfy 

I  sigiufiiance  I  is  ■iss«-sseii  Consequently,  Ihe  document  r.Miises  on 
I'hysK  .il  imp.K  I*  from  i ''nsir'i' tion  ai  tivdies,  hut  does  not  address,  for 
•-xample.  •- ixii.il  im|>ai  Is  which  tniiy  -M  i  tir  f.»  sites  signtfic.ini  f'*r 
iss.Miative  ri*as.ins  .»nd  wheh  rct.iin  .i  high  degree  of  iniegnly  -if 
s.-tting 
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Siiiec  .ill  significant  sites  within  the  ais'a  of  jimjei  t  enects  have 
yet  lo  be  idontifu'd,  contexts  which  funitmn  as  the  (lasix  fur 
establishing  site  values  and  reflect  the  National  Register  of  Histone 
Places’  Triicna  of  Fvaluation"  t  35l'FR50.f; )  .»re  warranted.  Idvntifynng 
the  qualities  which  would  make  sites  valuable  in  the  study  atva  pnjvtdes 
the  foundation  for  deiermiiung  h.'w  to  go  atMuit  I.M-ating  significant 
(i.e..  National  Register  eligible )  sites.  In  short,  it  jinivides  the  Iwris 
for  formtilating  the  next  stage  of  iilanniiig-'inveniory,  .md  l.-ads  to 
informed  evaluations  of  sigruficantx-  .md  .»pj>ropriute  treiitineTit  sirutegies 
for  idenlifieil  significant  i>ropcrlies  subject  t.i  pn-ji’ct  i-lfi-cts. 

Chapter  4  .-f  the  do.  iiment  n-bes  ••n  CFtJ  regiilatiuns  for 
consisienvy  m  formaiting  and  for  .  stimalitig  ariiK  qKiled  levels  .ind 
sigmfuance  of  mqxtcts.  for  cultural  and  i>aleort.i|ogirai  r»->ources 
management  planning  efforls,  this  ajiprixM  h  is  l.irgely  -ininf  irmal.v •*  .ind 
irrelevant.  Clearly,  the  jmqx.seO  pnqeit  has  the  ixdenti.il  n-  .tdversely 
••ffect  significant  cuttiir.il  ami  |«iltHjnfological  rs's.mrfx'.s .  \rbitrariJy 
<l«-rivet)  rcliiliY«-  Ii-V4.1s  .,f  imiMcl  applied  to  iru  ..mplet.-  .init  tu.is.nl  data 
Ir.ises  fs.ntnb.iu-  litiU-  to  improving  th»-  n-bahibty  -f  man.tgement 
.tecisions.  Instead,  for  cultunif  .iml  jwil.'..Mto|ogHMl  ics.iuri  •■.■».  the 
intent  ->f  Chapter  t  would  Iw  ta-tler  s.tvi-iI  tiy  f.s  using  -ui  conit-xiual 
•  nf.irmation  and  the  Nalnnal  Hegisler  .  riuri.i  .-sMblisheii  in  Ch.ipler  T 

t. i  obt.itn  .«  useful  .iss*-ssmcnl  ..f  the  /"ndition  .md  uHl.-iy  -f  the  l  urrent 

-l.lla  Ivise.  the  ii.itun-  -if  ju-.q*-.  i  inqsii  ls  in  f\-laiion  i--  .di-ntified 
resourt.'  v.iliK-s.  .*nd  |ii-»'pai-ation  ..f  --tra’.-gics  .ixsur-.-  -niumuzed 

elverse  imp.ict.s  signifii  .int  sil»-.s 

hi  ttiai  ii'gurd.  gr.-  it.-r  n-liaiu.-  --li  .n.l  r>  t.-r'-r-i-c  t-  'h.-  Naii'-nul 
Regl.ster  -'f  Hist-. re  I’l.u  c-'  "Cril.  ri.i  -.f  J  .  alii.ili  .n  '  (  U'lC !•  Ri.n  ..  i .  ih.> 

A.lxis.'ry  C.iim>tl‘s  l■.•gulat|..I1s  b.C)  KMiXi  ■■I’n-leci  i-m  --t  Hist. tic 
I’roiaTtii-s” ,  “Tn-.iim.-ni  -I  \nh.-. '|..gtc  »i  I’l-.qsr'i.-s  \  H.imitss.k" . 
M.inua}  of  Mitigation  Measim-V.  iii.J  Die  ili-.ili  "l*TS-s.  rv.il|on  Planning  in 
C.iiit.-xt  IS  w.«rr.inl.-.1  l  'ing  ’h.'  iiifr.im.dion  -.ntaineil  m  these 

.i'M'URM-nIs  1,1  gold.-  th.-  Air  li.n.-'--  .  'nsi.l.-rali.in  .-1  i'i-.'t«-i  '  impacts  I*' 
•.Igriificaiit  <  uHur.ii  .mil  )>.i).  ..nl. .logical  iS's.-o r.  »-s  sh'-ul.l  jirovide  the 
puhlu  wilh  .  iis.is-  ’.ndiTsl.itul.il.l.  form.d  .if  'll.'  }«.-lui.-s  .«nd  iir'*<'..duri's 
.nvo|v«-d  in  .d.nt|f\ing  lud  .^.lu.iting  •ognifu.int  'iltorai  .iiul 

f..«l«*OIII.»|ogU  ,|1  l.r..|»-l'l|es 

l*.>l«-nt».tl  miUg.iiioii  mi-asim-s  should  th.-n  !«•  -  ..nqirisi'd  ..f  workable 
sf eali-gji-s  f..|  r.-diii  ing  .idv.-fs.-  .-ffei  is  lo  ihis-ateiieil  sigriifi.-ant  sites. 
Such  milig.iliott  ll..■.»sul■^'^  s1i..iild  r.  11,-1  1  .1  iial.iTK  ed  i  ■'nscdirrit  ion  <-f  the 

u. tturi-  oi  ihr--.il>-n.'d  s.i.-  v.du.s  ui.l  th.-  n.ituis-  >-f  ante  ijatted  impact* 
wiihiii  tb«-  (..nt.'xtcMl  1  i-aincw.>rK  |in.vid.'«l  in  t'h.ipier  t  of  'he  DflS. 

P■.l«-nl^,^)  inilig.>ti..ii  n.e.iMin-s  iit.-ntifi.-il  in  Chapl.T  4  i4.7.R’i  ar»‘  ill 
Iw-si  .1  itnxeil  bag  ..f  eii.itis.  .  .f  whi.li  it--  n.a  lonstituti'  nut.gnti.m. 

III. I  >ia>  rail  di-  M..|  ■•>nviy  i  st,  si,  ni.il  ii  iml  iii-dcpih  .■•.nsiderat  ion  .'f 
liiiw  i..  r.-dii.c  ’he  imji.i.  ts  lik«-ly  ••iiot.  Th.-  Cultural  R.-sourt'e 
M.tn.tgi  ment  Plan  iiw-iit loni-d  m  this  s.  .tioii  iiid  the  i)r.\ft  Pcgmimmatic 
Vgiss-mi-iii  c  ApjM‘?ulix  It)  w.irrani  m..r«-  discussion  sinis'  these  w-udd 
apiw-.ir  to  Ih-  Du-  .  ettu  al  iivin.igenw-nt  cti«on>**nts  t-.r  pulling  together 
iMckgro’imi  is-s«-.ir.  h  .  sii»  ev.iioat  ions  .  mitiguu..n  •-If-u-ts.  The 
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<lUcuHkMi  thould  iuldreM  their  intent  and  content,  and  the  tining  and 
procedures  involved  in  coaipleting  the  ton  106  review  process  for 
this  project. 

21.  Authorisations 

Section  6.0  of  the  DEIS  contains  a  of  only  federal  "Authorizing 
Actions.'*  The  Final  EIS  must  contain  a  conplete  identification  of 
required  state  and  tueui  permits  and  authorizations  necessary  for 
implementation  of  the  proposed  project.  If  the  U.S.  Air  Force  does  not 
intend  to  pursue  these  required  stale  and  local  approvals  prior  to 
project  initiation,  the  Final  FIS  should  contain  or  intends  to  pursue 
only  u  tmrtion  of  these  approvals,  the  Final  EIS  should  contain  an 
explanation  of  the  reasons,  including  legal  rationale  for  such  intentions. 


August  21,  1987 


Director  of  cnvirjmaentai  Plannim 

AFftCE-3MS/DCV 

ilortofl  Air  Force  Base 

San  Jemardino,  California  92<U79*6443 


Me:  Draft  £nvt ronaental  lapact 

Statement  -  Small  Intercontinental 
Ballistic  Missil?  Program 
'4alwstr>ni  Air  Force  3ase.  Montana 


In  accordance  with  ojr  responsibilities  under  the  National  £n/ironmental 
Policy  Act  and  Section  303  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  the  Region  VIII  .Montana 
Office  of  the  tnvin amenta!  Protection  Agency  has  reviewed  the  referenced 
draft  environmental  impact  statement  (CIS). 

Specific  coMients  are  att.'tcned.  The  following  is  a  suvnary  of  our  review. 

This  Draft  ttS  adequately  identifies  tne  environmental  issues  associated 
with  iiplementation  of  the  proposed  action,  Out  the  discussion  of 
environmental  consequences,  in  most  cases,  oversiRVlifios  tne  range  of 
possible  envi romoental  iipacts  within  the  proposed  deployment  area. 

Discussion  of  ciawlative  impacts  is  limited  to  the  effects  of  the  possible 
addition  of  the  Peacekeeper  Kail  Garrison  to  tne  current  ICdil  project. 

The  local  emulative  impacts  associated  with  various  configurations  of 
launch  sites  are  probably  more  environmentally  significant.  Liese  impacts 
need  to  be  addressed  in  much  greater  detail. 

Local  i^acts  to  stream  and  wetlands  from  year-round  roa-i  use  and 
variations  of  traffic  volise  for  a  specific  type  of  launch  site 
configuration  should  be  specifically  addressed. 

Discussions  of  Potential  )4itigation  Measures  and  Assumed  Mitigation 
require  more  detailed  analysis.  Monitoring  plans  should  oe  developed  u 
assess  potential  water  quality  impacts  during  both  construction  and 
operational  phases,  inclurting  specific  parameters  and  .lethodologies. 
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The  range  of  possible  mitigation  techniques  should  also  be  specified, 
ifherc  the  application  of  a  specific  technique  is  dependent  on  actual  Site 
selection,  a  decision  matrix  and  appropriate  criteria  should  be  provided. 
Monitoring  plans  to  assess  the  success  of  proposed  mitigation  techniques 
should  be  provided. 

Recovery  time  of  the  environment  and  resource  cotmiltments  for  specific 
mitigation  techniques  and  the  sensitivity  of  local  ecosystems  should  be 
included  as  factors  in  the  selection  of  actual  launch  sites  for  the 
proposed  action  and  alternatives  1  and  2. 

In  accordance  with  the  criteria  that  EPA  has  established  for  rating  draft 
envirormental  ii^act  statements,  we  have  rated  this  draft  EIS  as  cateyiry  K-2 
(enviromiiental  concerns  -  insufficient  information).  EPA  would  H*«  to  work 
with  the  Air  Force  to  address  our  concerns  to  ensure  that  potential  ii^iacts 
are  reduced. 

If  you  need  further  EPA  assistance,  please  feel  free  to  contact  lee 
Shanklin  of  my  staff  at  {406  )  449-5414  or  ns  585-5414. 


Specific  Reviewer:  Jay  Sinnott  -  EPA  ftegipr*  VIII  Montana  Office,  Air  Programs 


I  3-189;  3.11.3.3  This  sentence  should  read  "T.ie  City  of  Great  Falls  has 

I  Paragraph  1;  Line  15  submitted  a  plan  to  the  EPA  far  attainment  of 
standard,'  -  not  ‘‘redesignation". 

I  Line  17  1989  would  be  the  earliest  redesignation  could  be 

expected. 

I  3-191  A  192;  3.11.3.3  Tne  Table  and  paragraph  s>wuld  state  what  year  or  years 
Paragraph  3  this  data  represents.  There  have  been  higher  CO  8-hour 

I  Table  2.11.3-2  averages. 


3.11.3.3 

4  Paragraph  5 
Last  sentence 


rr^V.  Warden ,  Ji 


JoMtt’F.  UardeV 
Montana  Office 


CC  :  Phyllis  Williams,  8PM-EP 
Mike  Hammer,  8PM-EP 


EPA  is  uncertain  that  no  state  or  Federal 

ambient  air  standards  will  be  violated"  -  with  or 
without  this  project. 

PMIO  standards  replaced  TSP  primary  and  secondary 
standards  on  July  31.  1937.  Analysis  should  address 
the  latest  standards. 

State's  CO  monitor  on  lOth  Avenwa  South  will  be 
relocated  closer  to  the  street  this  fall  per  EPA 
siting  criteria.  T.iis  could  result  in  higher  readings 
despite  automobile  replacement.  CO  discussions  in 
section  3  and  4  assume  attaiwent.  EPA  is  uncertain 
about  this  conclusion. 
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1-6;  Paragraph  ? 


Connent 

Oefine  routine  nwintenance  relative  to 
impacts. 


2-?  S 

Figure  2.0-1 


|2-4;  Paragraph  1 
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Tiis  Table  oversimplifies  proposed  itipacts  by;  1) 
averaging  overall  impacts  for  all  sites,  and  (2)  does 
rwt  reflect  effects  if  site-specffic  imparts  or  the 
effects  of  site  selection  (grouping  of  sites  for 
s,)ecific  drainage  basins  under  all  but  altei'nat've  3 
wflici)  HDuId  include  all  20U  sites). 

Since  the  number  and  location  of  selected  sites  would 
vary  under  all  but  alternative  3,  and  the 
environmental  conditions  vary  among  sites,  the  range 
of  impacts  between  the  various  alternatives  is  not 
only  dependent  on  the  number  jf  HMLs/site  and  the 
extent  of  the  explosive  safety  zones  but  also  on  the 
local  environmental  conditions  at  each  site  (including 
T/E  routes).  This  range  is  awre  important  to  the 
comparison  of  the  alternatives  and  to  the  evaluation 
of  relative  impacts  than  a  sumury  which  tends  to 
"average"  the  impacts  and  significance  of  the 
alternatives. 


2-a;  Sec-  2.?.1 
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3-1/1:  3.10.2.1 
Paragraph  * 


10  I 
111 


3-14J;  3.10.2.4 


The  oasis  for  these  statciaents  should  oe  provided  or 
referenced.  The  statement  is  made  that  "existing 
treatment  and  disposal  facilities  will  be  able  to 
service  new  demands  without  any  additior.al  cost  or 
deteri oration  in  the  level  of  service". itjw  is  this 
determination  madel  If  the  rationale  li  provided 
elsewiiere  in  this  Jocinent,  that  s'lould  be  indicated 
here.  This  connent  applies  generally  to  all  similar 
sj^nary  statements  in  this  chapter. 

Paragraphs  2  and  3  in  this  section  end  with  the  pnrase 
“slightly  increased".  Please  define  '’slightly 
increased".  If  the  difference  between  all 
alternatives  is  truly  negligiile,  why  not  just  say 
so?  What  is  Che  overall  change  in  utility  use  for  all 
alternatives  vs  the  current  use? 

The  use  of  an  arbitrary  area  within  l.JUO  feet  of  the 
T/c  Route  system  or  expansion  areas  of  the  launch 
icilities  for  the  ROI  for  soil  erosion  Ignores  the 
factors  of  slope  or  terrain  which  could  b<»  locally 
sign! f leant. 

Soil  Erosion.  The  relationship  of  erodible  soils  jnd 
terrain  characteristics  to  sensitive  aquatic 
environments  should  be  addressed  in  this  section  m 
addition  to  the  analysis  of  effects  on  vegetation  and 
soil  loss. 


w.neral  Co*ne';s 
iC' joter  2 


2-4;  Paragraph  3 


Chapter  ?  presents  an  over  generalization  of  the 
in^acts  under  all  alternatives.  The  comparison  of 
impacts  between  alternatives  is  made  in  such 
subjective  terms  that  it  Is  more  misleading  than 
helpful.  This  EIS  would  be  better  served  &y  replacing 
the  entire  chapter  with  tables  that  present  factual 
criteria  and  ratings  on  which  to  base  comparison.  The 
criteria  for  defining  the  magnitude  and  significance 
of  the  impact  for  each  issue  addressed  should  be 
clearly  provided  along  with  the  comparisons. 

All  sources  (including  publication  dates)  for 
information  such  as  eegiloyment/populatlon  statistics, 
or  facts  cited  from  other  docunents  and  references 
snould  be  noted  and  identified  somewhere  m  the  text 
or  appropriate  appendix  (I.e.,  Section  2.2.2.  Energy 
Utility,  second  paragraph,  no  data  or  facts  are 
presented  to  support  these  conclusions.  If  they  are 
presented  elsewhere  in  the  document,  that  section 
should  be  referenced  to  assist  the  reader  in  locating 
inore  specific  information). 


4-1;  4.0  Paragraph  3 
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4-89;  4. 2.1. 4 
Items  718 
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In  addition  to  construction  impacts,  site  Impacts  also 
include  operational  impacts  from  road  and  facility  use 
such  as  crew  changes,  maintenance  and  supply  traffic. 

Assi.  ions  and  Assiated  Hitigation.  What  assumptions 
were  used  for  fuel  consumption  during  the  operationwl 
phase,  i.e.,  supply  trucks,  HUs,  other  vehicles?  Oo 
these  differ  from  construction  estimates?  PresiiMbly, 
they  would  need  to  be  based  on  the  type  of  vehicles 
and  number  of  trips  estimated/day  during  the 
operational  phase  or  applied  to  each  alternative. 
AUhough  some  of  this  information  is  provided  in  Table 
1.3.2. 1  page  1-S.  similar  estimates  of  fuel 
consuuiption  u"-.  not  provided. 

Do  the  impacts  assessed  in  chapter  4  include  the 
anticipated  base  increases  expressed  m  chaptc  3? 

Tney  should. 


4-90;  4.2.2. 1 
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This  section  appears  to  overlook  any  changes  in  the 
water  supply  for  launch  control  facility  or  launch 
sites,  neither  this  section  nor  p.  3-42.  paragraph  3 
gives  any  infomation  regarding  the  effect  of  the 
construction  or  operational  phases  on  the  current 
water  supplies  at  these  sites.  >  lis  should  be 
addressed  for  all  alternatives. 
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4-98.  4. 2. 2. 2 
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4-103,  4. 2. 2. 4 
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4-105;  4. 2. 3.1 
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4-130  »  131  ;  4. 3. 2.1 
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4-135. 


4.3.4 
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P.  1-4.  Sec.  1. 3.3.2  alludes  to  "packaged  crew  life 
support  systems."  These  need  to  be  discussed  more 
fully  and  at  least  referenced  in  the  appropriate 
section  of  this  document.  This  coB«#ent  also  applies 
to  the  waste  water,  solid  and  hazardous  section  of 
this  EIS.  A  full  discussion  of  the  anticipated 
impacts  and  mitigation  for  launch  control  facilities 
and  launch  sites  should  be  included.  If  wastes  are  to 
be  "renoved"  from  the  launch  sites  as  implied  here, 
where  will  they  go  and  has  it  been  accounted  for 
el sewhere? 

City  of  Conrad.  The  discussion  indicates  that  the 
anticipated  maxinum  day  use  levels  could  exceed  the 
treatment  capacity  and  cause  a  reduction  In  the  90-day 
retention.  Contrary  to  the  statement  on  page  4-3. 
paragraph  1  ret,(inHng  the  iirorobability  of  violation 
of  the  laws  cited  ir  item  1.0  on  that  page,  exceeding 
the  treatment  capa.ity  could  lead  to  violation  of  the 
city's  waste  water  discharge  permit.  In  such 
instances  a  plan  should  be  prepared  to  assist  the  city 
in  monitoring  and  mitigating  these  impacts  to  avoid 
violation  of  any  permit  limitations. 

Energy  Utility-liquid  Fuels.  Are  fuels  currently 
stored  at  launch  facilities?  will  fuel  storage 
capacity  be  altered  at  launch  facilities?  What  are 
the  spill  contingencies  for  these  facilities? 

Alternative  3.  This  section,  as  well  as  the  section 
on  waste  water  and  solid  and  hazardous  waste,  should 
include  a  discussion  of  the  200  launch  sites  proposed 
under  this  alternative. 

Roads  -  Is  there  a  contingency  plan  to  provide  for 
emergency  vehicles  to  by-pa$$  HML  convoys  on  congested 
secondary  highways  or  T/E  routes? 

Were  requirements  for  additional  roo'i  maintenance  due 
to  increased  use  of  heavy  vehicles  included  in  these 
eviluations’ 

Cumulation  Impacts  -  In  addition  to  the  additive 
impacts  from  the  proposed  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison, 
the  cumulative  impacts  to  T/E  roads  which  service  more 
than  one  UML  launch  site  should  be  addressed. 
Presumably,  the  impacts  would  vary  considerably 
/}ep^n<)if>g  on  the  number  of  sites  and  the  length  and 
location  of  a  pa'^ticular  road  segment.  Tnfs  EIS  does 
not  account  for  the  variation  in  the  range  of  local 
impacts. 
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«-!M;  1st  line 
<-J03;  4.M.4 
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Please  define  "meaningful  adverse  consequences." 

Wetland  areas  destroyed  or  significantly  affected  by 
construction  should  be  replaced  or  remediated  under  an 
approved  program. 

A  comprehensive  plan  should  be  developed  which 
specifically  states  the  measures  which  will  be 
implemented  to  monitor  and  mitigate  “noise,  dust, 
erosion  and  sediment  runoff  into  water  icdies"  during 
the  operation  phase  as  well  as  construction. 

The  soil  stabilization  program  should  be  specified  or 
referenced  and  should  includ*  the  specific  tech"  ques 
under  consideration. 

Where  removal  of  trees  or  raptor  nests  is  unavoidable, 
suitable  replacements  might  be  jrovidei  at  the  nearest 
appropriate  location  tp  the  ■'riqindl  site, 


General  Coments 
21  Chapter  4 


The  cunulative  impacts  of  multiple  launch  sites 
on  local  wetlands  and  surface  water  we^p  not  fully 
addressed. 
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30 


Variation  in  the  traffic  loads  »nd  resulting  lust, 
noise  and  erosion  levels  for  T/E  mutes  that  serve 
miiltiple  facilities  las  n)t  been  addressed. 


4-206;  Sentence  2 
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"Ji sturbance  to  vegetation  in  the  deployment  area 
during  operatibi  phase  is  exoocted  to  he  minimal. " 
Will  this  be  monitored  in  some  fashion  to  jocurient 
this  statement’  See  the  prjvic.s  conr'nnr  relative  to 
accumulative  effects  on  roads  serving  multiple  laumch 
sites.  Aside  f™ii  initial  rev»got»fr3n  t'hrhniques. 
will  a  wee<i  control  progra.n  be  .loveloped  and 
implementeO  as  a  contingenev’  row  will  revogetaton 
success  b?  monitored’ 


4-206;  Paragraph  3 
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row  will  disluroinces  of  fo'ested  or  npjrijn  areas  bo 
ninimized?  Cumulative  effev:ts  to  the  local  ecosystem 
from  multiple  launch  sites  in  the  same  jre.i  s’lCuld  Pe 
addressed.  The  envi  r.inmental  criteria,  including 
unisizing  impjTts  In  Ij-al  e'osvsin'ns.  shuld  L'C 
considered  during  selection  of  actual  ijuron  sites 
under  all  aUernativ's  px.eot  allcrint've  3.  Tie 
additional  traffi:  and  operational  disturoancS  which 
vfijld  resjlt  fnin  multiple  at  sit'*s  within  the 
same  zoneil  area  of  influence  should  be  assessed. 

Spec  fic  rov.-grtatijn  plans  sho'jl.1  V  developed  which 
include  an  esti  laic  for  the  recovery  time  rame  ;or 
the  various  .  itng.iri  es  of  vogetatim  whic  .  may  be 
di s*jrhed. 
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I  6«ft«r«Y  CoMent 
Chapter  4 


4-223;  S«c.  4.9.6 
P«r«gr«ph  1 


I  4-224;  Sec.  4.8.7 
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As  vUh  the  preceding  section,  ■ftigetlon  Mesurts 
shOMid  be  specified.  Leuneb  site  selection  crlterle 
should  be  developed  for  the  proposed  Ktlon  end 
eUemetIves  1  end  2.  This  should  Include  the 
cuMiletlve  lopects  froa  nuUlple  sites  on  the  se«e 
locel  ecosystea. 

The  trend  In  this  £IS  to  'Averege"  the  lapects  over 
the  entire  region  of  Influence  for  eech  ettemetive 
tends  to  aesk  the  slgnlflcence  of  lapects  to  locel 
environaents.  It  Is  obvious  thet  nuaerous  specific 
fectors  were  utilized  to  reach  these  generel 
conclusions.  This  feet,  coupled  with  the  efficient 
use  of  the  CIS,  should  produce  e  range  of  specific 
rating  factors  which  could  be  displayed  to  accurately 
represent  the  variation  on  “local"  iapact  under  each 
alternative.  A  aatrix  systea  could  be  developed  to 
help  assess  the  iapacts  at  individual  sites  and  the 
additive  effects  of  various  coabinatlons  of  sites  when 
related  to  sensitive  envlronnental  features  in  a 
specific  area.  This  approach  could  provide  a  wore 
realistic  basis  for  evaluating  the  relative  iapacts 
from  various  launch  site  configurations  under  all 
alternatives. 

This  paragraph  suggests  that  the  mitigation  of  i^acts 
to  biological  resources  from  this  program  aay  be  the 
responsibility  of  "other*  agencies.  Sentence  4  which 
states  that  "the  Air  Force  would  encourage  ifepleaen- 
tation  of  these  measures  through  enviromental 
awareness  and  other  programs"  is  misleading.  It 
suggests  that  actual  mitigating  measures  would  not  be 
undertaken  by  the  Air  Force.  The  roles  and 
responsibilities  of  the  Air  Force,  as  welt  as  the 
other  agencies,  should  be  more  clearly  stated. 

The  ability  of  biological  coanunitles  tc  recover  to  a 
"state  approximating  pre-disturbance  conditions  once 
the  disturbance  «nds"  Is  dependent  to  a  large  degree 
on  the  extent  of  the  "disturbance*  and  the  quality  of 
the  cofmitment  to  a  .mitigation  program  during  the  life 
of  the  operation.  This  discussion  should  reflect  that 
fact. 

It  Is  unclear  how  the  water  use  rates  for  construction 
discussed  in  this  section  relate  to  the  discussion  In 
section  4.2  on  potable  water  t-eatment  and 
distribution.  Are  the  rates  discussed  here  In 
addition  to  those  covered  In  the  previous  section  or 
is  this  section  redundant  to  some  extent?  Comparison 
of  the  water  use  rate  change  for  the  overall  program 
would  be  clearer  If  the  discussion  was  limited  to  one 
section  and  the  same  units  (gpm,  gped,  etc.)  were 
consistently  applied. 


DOCUMENT  99 


4-22b;  Fwragraph  2 
last  line 


,  4-226;  Paragraph  4 


I  4-236;  Paragraph  1 


I  4.236;  Paragraph  2 


I  General  CoMents 
4.235-242;  4. 9.2. 2 


{  4-239;  Paragraph  5 


The  effects  on  the  total  water  resource  from  draw  down 
of  local  surface  water  or  ground  water  resources  arc 
Vpnopriatc  to  discuss  in  conjunction  with  water 
quality  Issues. 

Surface  Water  Hydrology  and  Quality.  The  use  of  the 
current  State  Stream  Classification  system  as  a 
guideline  to  Identify  sensitivity  of  a  particular 
stream  to  water  quality  degradation  is  useful, 
ibwever,  revision  of  the  Stete  Clessificetioo  for  soxm 
streems  In  Montana  is  currently  planned.  It  is  not 
apparent  from  the  text  if  the  State  Hater  Quality 
Bureau  was  consulted  regarding  this  possible 
reclassification  of  any  stream  within  the  program  area. 

Ground  Hater  Hydrology  and  Quality.  What  data  were 
used  to  analyze  the  xiajor  ground  water  sources? 

Please  define  "to  the  extent  reasonable  a-nd 
practicable."  Best  Management  Practices  (B*V)  should 
be  designed  and  Implemented  to  meet  all  applicable 
Federal.  State  and  local  standards.  The  wording  nere 
implies  that  depending  on  the  interpretation  of 
"reasonable  and  practicable*,  these  standards  might 
not  be  met.  He  would  not  necessarily  agree  with  that 
position  and  suggest  that  the  statement  be  reworded  to 
reflect  a  commltawnt  to  full  compliance  with  all 
Federal.  State  and  local  standards. 

The  Utilities  discussion  (see  4.2)  Indicated  that 
maxiui  day  use  levels  could  exceed  the  treatment 
capacity  and  cause  a  reduction  in  the  90-day  retention 
period  (see  previous  comment  page  4-98;  4.2.2.21.  The 
statement  made  in  this  section  should  be  re-evaluated 
in  light  of  this  possibility. 

What  is  the  total  volmie  of  additional  waste  water  for 
the  M.  launch  sites  and  what  are  the  time  frames  for 
delivery  to  specific  municipalities?  The  effects  of 
this  increase  on  the  local  waste  water  treatment 
facility  should  be  addressed  regardless  of  the 
contractual  nature  of  the  disposal  methods. 

As  stated  in  previous  comaents,  this  discussion 
overlooks  individual  site  characterization,  and  the 
ctaulative  effects  of  the  construction  or  operational 
phases  from  the  multiple  launch  site  configuration  on 
a  local  area.  The  discussion  1$  vague  regarding  the 
anticipated  levels  of  sedimentation  from  these 
activities  or  their  affect  on  specific  stream  segments. 

Hhat  methodology  was  used  to  analyze  the  "quantities 
of  sediment  delivered  to  the  streams  during  the 
recovery  period  . . .“? 
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Ajt  I  4^28;  4.9.6  Mitiga'  on  methods  are  non-specific.  Potential  sjlln* 

I  seep  problems  discussed  on  page  4,243,  paragraph  2, 

I  are  not  addressed. 

As  with  previous  sections,  the  responsibilities  as 
roles  of  the  Air  Force  and  "other"  agencies  need  to  be 
more  clearly  defined. 

General  ComMnt  Hater  quality  Issues  discussed  (n  this  section  should 

Section  4.9  include  specific  date  like  the  existing  weter  quells 

45  for  stremis  and  ground  water  resources  within  the 

potential  fx^act  area.  Methods  of  analyses  should  be 
presented  or  referenced  for  all  parameters,  not  Just 
turbidity.  Specific  areas  oTTmpact  should  be 
individually  addressed.  Once  again,  the  cmiulative 
^  '  effects  of  multiple  sites  and  long-term  road  use  need 

to  be  addressed. 

Specific  exaiqiles  of  proposed  mitigation  techniques 
4g  should  be  provided  and  the  estimates  of  time  frames 

“  for  the  recovery  periods  associated  with  revegetatfon 

or  similar  techniques  should  be  listed. 

A  monitoring  plan  to  assess  water  quality  parameters 
during  construction  and  operation  should  be  developed 
as  appropriate.  A  monitoring  plan  to  assess 
revegetatfon  success  should  also  be  provided. 

4-263  ;  4.10.23  Soil  Erosion.  Previous  coim^nls  concerning  soil 

erosion  also  apply  to  this  section.  This  section 
43  should  address  specific  sensitive  areas  and  the  vo1i«e 

of  traffic  reiitive  to  the  number  of  HUs/sIteor 
sites/local  impact  area. 

4-267;  4.10.6  Potential  Mitigation  Measures.  Ho  specific 

Information  is  provided.  Previous  coamients  concerning 
potential  mitigation  measures  also  apply. 


Specific  Revlaver: 


General  Co<mients 


Mike  Hamer  •  tPA  Region  VIII,  Envirofiacntal  ^llcy 
Branch 


This  section  refers  to  movement  for  annual  maintenance 
only.  Hill  the  HW.s  be  "exercised"  within  the  launch 
fKlIity  sites?  What  is  the  nature  of  maintenance 
activities  at  the  launch  site? 

This  table  appears  to  convey  a  linear  relationship  to 
road  use.  It  is  conceivable  that  any  number  and 
cominatlon  of  vehicles  could  be  using  the  same  T/C 
route  simultaneously.  The  imacts  from  this  type  of 
use  are  not  addressed. 

The  schedule  presented  here  imiivs  year-round  use  of 
any  or  all  T/E  routes.  M)w  will  these  roads  oe  kept 
open  in  the  winter?  Who  is  responsible  for 
maintaining  the  roads  in  winter?  Itiw  might  snow 
removal  activities  impact  local  environments, 
particularly  with  regard  to  erosion  and  sedimentation 
imacts? 

What  is  the  nature  of  exercise  activities  at  the 
training  area  at  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base?  Has  the 
voluxe  and  nature  of  year-round  activities  been 
assessed  in  terms  of  noise,  dust,  erosion  potential? 

Selecting  facilities  that  .vay  ii^iact  Class  1  streams 
or  wetlands  should  be  avoided. 

Has  a  spill  contingency  plan  been  prepared  to  address 
transport  of  fuel  and/or  waste  products  to  and  from 
the  launch  site  in  addition  to  any  onsite  storage’ 
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OONALO  R.  Marble 


Au^rust  ^0, 


-  at  - 


CHURCH  MOMTAH*  »•»>« 


Lt .  Col.  t’et-er  W.-jisn 

AFRCE-hMS/DKV 

Norton  AFB,  California 

re:  Draft  KU'  for  i^nall  Inerta  1  ''fissile 


This  letter  surpl e'^^nts  I'nmmer.is  nade  at  the  Conrad  hearln<r 
regarding:  the  Dl.Io  fcr  the  above  pru.'eot  which  is  more  cofnnor.ly 
known  hereabouts  as  the  "Mld»*etman  hfo.^ect". 

Please  favor  the  "no  action  alternative"  discussed  In  the  DEIS. 

If  you  do  not  see  fit  to  accept  the  "no  action  al lernat Ive" , 
then  I  subnlt  that  the  DElf  needs  very  much  to  be  redone  and 
resubmitted  to  the  public  and  the  Jongress. 

The  se*Ion  on  safety  Is  wholly  Inadequate.  The  Case  I  mishap 
consideration  described  In  Is  an  example-  The  analysis 

states  that  the  mishap  probability  Is  1.3.?  chances  in  one  hundred 
billion.  I  wonder  Is  this  Is  true  If  you  consider  that  in  an 
alert  all  of  eastern  Montana  will  be  driving  like  crazy  for 
Kalispell  as  someone  Indicated  is  our  "evacuation  plan".  1  did 
not  see  any  consideration  of  this  aspect  In  the  PKI5. 

The  Nuclear  Dispersion  Model  described  In  5-3. 1.2  states  that  a 
mishap  could  result  In  aercsollzatlon  of  up  to  i  percent  of  the 
available  plutonium.  This  cne  percent  figure  Is  stated  to  he 
based  on  tests.  If  this  were  a  true  worst  case  analysis  then  It 
seems  reasonable  to  me  that  a  much  higher  figure  than  one  percent 
should  have  been  used.  A  figure  like  100  percent  would  have 
truly  represented  a  worst  case  scenario.  The  use  of  or.lv  a  one 
percent  figure  makes  the  analysis  fatally  defective. 

The  model  parameter  assumptions  described  in  Table  i.'i.i-i  also 
present  problems  If  a  true  worst  case  scenario  Is  being  con¬ 
sidered  as  has  been  represented  In  the  DEIS.  The  wind  speed 
used  is  an  average.  The  figure  used  is  ^  mph.  The  plume  rise 
is  only  500  feet.  First  it  must  be  understood  that  use  of  an 
average  wind  does  not  even  begin  to  represent  werst  case  condi¬ 
tions.  Our  winds  In  this  area  often  are  very  much  hlgh'-r.  A 
much  higher  figure  should  have  been  used,  perhaps  to  mph  or  sc. 
ii.5  Is  much  too  low.  Again  the  analysis  Is  fatally  defective. 
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large  payroll  checks  while  living  in  affluent  California  suburbs 
or  In  similar  conditions  far  from  the  ar^a  to  be  effected.  We 
here  In  the  cold,  harsh  prairies  of  Montana  who  must  live  with 
these  nuclear  weapon  abomnatlons,  get  little  or  no  benefits  and 
I  will  be  the  first  to  oe  vaporized.  Why  were  residents  of  Montana 
not  given  the  opportunity  to  assist  In  the  preparation  of  this 
I  DEIS  on  a  paid  basis?  If  the  people  of  Montana  were  allowed  to 
prepare  this  DEIS  then  I  suspect  that  a  more  objective  document 
could  have  been  presented  to  the  public  and  the  Congress.  The 
Congress  should  be  offended  by  this  misleading  DEI.t. 

As  regards  my  background,  I  have  a  M.TE  from  the  University  of 
Michigan,  am  a  for.ner  research  engineer  and  also  have  extensive 
experience  In  evaluation  of  EIS  documents  and  litigating  sane. 

I  reviewed  this  DEIS  on  a  voluntary  basis.  Even  though  I  an  now 
out  of  touch  with  Current  engineering  and  weapons  technology,  I 
believe  I  can  still  determine  incorrect  basic  assumptions  which 
result  In  a  weak  engineering  analysis.  That  Is  the  case  here  as 
I  have  Indicate!.  ThJ.i  DEIf  need.s  to  be  redone  and  resubmitted. 
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August  to,  1987 


THANK  YOU  COL.  BRISTOL  AND  REPRESENTATIVES  OF  THE  AIR  FORCE 
BALLISTIC  MISSILE  OFFICE. 


1 


Mr.  David  McPhee 

Environmental  Protection  Management  Branch 
AFRCE-BMS/DEVE 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  CA  92909-6*i*i8 
Dear  Oave: 

I  have  enclosed  the  written  testimony  that  I  had  intended  to  present 
on  behalf  of  the  Governor  at  the  July  22,  1987  Small  ICBM  DEIS  public 
hearing  in  Great  Falls,  Montana.  If  you  recall,  because  of  the  large 
number  of  citizens  wishing  to  speak,  and  the  limited  amount  of  time  avail¬ 
able,  I  donated  the  Governor's  time  to  the  general  public  for  testimony.  I 
do  feel  it  important,  however,  that  the  remarks  of  the  Governor  be  en¬ 
tered  into  the  official  record  of  the  hearing. 

I  would  appreciate  it  if  you  could  see  that  the  proper  hearing's 
official  receives  these  comments.  Thanks. 


Ralpf\^iear 
Administrative  Assistant 


FOR  THE  RECORD,  MY  NAME  IS  RALPH  DRIEAR,  AND  I  AM  AN 
ADMINISTRATIVE  ASSISTANT  C»f  THE  GOVERNOR'S  STAFF. 

I  WANT  TO  THANK  THE  AIR  FORCE  FOR  THE  OPPORTUNITY  TO  CO»!ENT 
AND  FOR  THEIR  EFFORTS  IN  KEEPING  THE  GOVERNOR'S  OFFICE  AND 
STATE  AGQ4CIES  INFORMED  AND  INVOLVED  DURING  THE  PREPARATION 
OF  THE  SMALL  ICBM  DRAFT  EIS. 

THE  SITING  OF  A  MAJOR  NEW  ADDITION  TO  THE  NATICW'S  NUCLEAR 
DEFENSE  SYSTEM  IN  MONTANA  IS  A  HATTER  OF  MAJOR  SIGNIFICANCE 
TO  ALL  Ht^ANANS.  IT  DESERVES  CAREFUL  REVIEW  AND 
CONSIDERATION  BEYOND  POTOrTIAL  SHORT-TERM  BENEFITS.  MONTANANS 
HAVE  BORNE  THE  BURDEN.  WHILE  ALSO  REAPING  THE  ECONOMIC 
BENEFITS  OF  PAST  AND  CURRENT  NATIONAL  DEFENSE  PROJECTS 
LOCATED  IN  THE  STATE.  THE  PUBLIC  REVIEW  AND  COIWENT  PROCESS 
ON  THE  SMALL  ICBM  PROJECT  IS  A  CHANCE  FOR  MONTANANS  TO  AGAIN 
SPEAK  THEIR  MIND  AND  PARTICIPATE  IN  THE  SHAPING  OF  OUR 
NATICMAL  DEFENSE  PROGRAM. 
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STATE  AGENCIES  ARE  CURRENTLY  REVIEWING  THE  DRAFT  EIS  UNDER 
THE  PROVISIONS  OF  A  PROCEDURE  FOR  COORDINATING  EXECUTIVE 
AGENCY  RESPCWSES  TO  FEDERAL  EIS'S.  THIS  COMMENT  PROCESS 
PROVIDES  STATE  AGENCIES  WITH  THE  OPPORTUNITY  TO  ANTICIPATE, 
RESOLVE  AND  MINIMIZE  INTERAGENCY  CONFLICTS  WHEN  COMMENTING  ON 
THE  FEDERAL  BIS'S.  AGENCY  COMMENTS.  WEN  COMPLETED.  WILL  BE 
FORWARDED  TO  THE  GOVERNOR'S  OFFICE  FOR  THE  PREPARATION  OF  A 
SINGLE  RESPONSE  TO  THE  AIR  FORCE  UNDER  THE  GOVERNOR’S 
SIGNATURE. 

IN  ADDITION,  MEMBERS  OF  THE  GOVERNOR'S  SMALL  ICBM 
INTERGOVERNMENTAL  WORKING  GROUP,  ESTABLISHED  EARLIER  THIS 
YEAR,  ARE  REVIEWING  THE  DRAFT  EIS.  THE  WORKING  GROUP  IS 
COMPOSED  PRIMARILY  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  FROM  AFFECTED  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENTAL  UNITS.  THEIR  COMMENTS  WILL  ALSO  BE  CONSIDERED 
BY  THE  GOVERNOR  DURING  THE  PREPARATION  OF  THE  STATE  COMMENTS 
ON  THE  DRAFT  EIS.  IF  THE  PROJECT  RECEIVES  CONGRESSIONAL 
APPROVAL,  IT  IS  ANTICIPATED  THAT  THE  ROLE  OF  THE  WORKING 
GROUP  WILL  INCLUDE  FUTURE  CONSIDERATION  OF  APPROPRIATE  IMPACT 
MITIGATION  MEASURES.  INCLUDING  ECONOMIC  ASSISTANCE  TO  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENTS . 

THE  GOVERNOR  CONSIDERS  MITIGATION  A  MATTER  OF  HIGH  PRIORITY. 

ULTIMATELY.  CONGRESS  MUST  DECIDE  WHETHER  THE  PROPOSED  SMALL 
ICBM  PROJECT  IS  IMPLEMENTED  AS  PROPOSED.  IN  THE  MEANTIME, 

WE,  AS  MONTANANS,  HAVE  A  RESPONSIBILITY  TO  CAREFULLY  REVIEW 

2 


THE  DRAFT  EIS  AND  TO  MAKE  OUR  COlWENTS  KNOWN.  WE  URGE  YOU  TO 
LISTEN  CAREFULLY  AND  GIVE  OUR  COIBIENTS  THE  COWSIDERATICH  THAT 
THEY  DESERVE  IN  YOUR  AGENCY'S  PREPARATION  OF  A  FINAL  EIS. 

THANK  YOU  AGAIN  FOR  THE  OPPORTUNITY  TO  COWffiNT  ON  BEHALF  OP 
THE  GOVERNOR’S  OFFICE.  WE  LOOK  FORWARD  TO  THE  SUBMITTAL  OF 
OUR  FORMAL  COMMENTS  TO  THE  AIR  FORCE. 
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Norton  Air  Force  Rase.  ralTornia  92409  4448 
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etil  on  those  who  have  corrpic'ed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  reeogniyng 
persons  who  d'd  not.  Thank  >  su  for  your  cooperat  lor. 
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Check  here  if  vou  wish  to  rece-vc  an  FIS,  Draft 
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Principal  Purpivsc 

Information  is  used  to  compile  maii  rg  i  sts  for  tending  brochures  tod  other  data 
concc'oing  the  pmiec*  t*j  ‘hose  who  reght  he  intprested. 

Routine  Uses 

A.  Information  is  forwarded  to  Federal.  '<tate.  and  loeal  agencies,  and  Congressmen.  i 

ff.  fnforTnljon  IS  used  to  compile  mai.mg  lists  tor  other  peo|ects  in  which  the  person  i 
supp  vng  the  nformsiioc  "ighr  have  an  Ti'erpst. 

C.  Information  's  e-impurd  m  a  Krrnrrt  of  I’ubi"*  Merting  and  madr  available  to  the  public.  t 
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hroehurei  and  neuif'catiQn  of  further  drvetoprnents.  j 
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TESTINONY  STATEMENT  TOR  DEIS  HCAJtlNG 
Carol  1.  Collins 


July  22,  1987 
GEMS  7t00  p.B. 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
APRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-6448 
Dear  Sir: 


Enclosed  is  a  letter  written  by  Charles  Heber.  received  by 
me  shortly  before  the  hearing  in  Great  Falls  held  on  July  22nd. 
Since  he  was  unable  to  attend  the  hearing,  he  thought  maybe 
someone  else  could  read  it  for  him  but  this  didn't  work  out. 
Charles  is  a  gentleman  who  is  nearly  eighty  years  of  age  and 
feels  strongly  about  this  issue. 

Also  enclosed  is  my  full  testimony,  which  I  was  not  able 
to  give  at  the  hearing.  Since  I'm  not  sure  exactly  what  was 
Oinittcu  and  whdL  Waa  given,  1  shall  encluae  it  in  iLa  enLiiety 
and  you  can,  in  some  way  or  other,  include  the  parts  which  were 
not  given  on  the  22nd  at  the  hearing. 

In  addition,  1  inadvertently  neglected  to  check  the  box  in 
order  to  ask  questions,  and  the  following  questions  were  those 
which  I  wanted  to  include: 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 


1)  How  accurate  was  the  Air  Force  in  estimating  the  enrollment 
number  of  students  in  Wyoming  when  the  MX  was  deployed? 

2)  How  is  money  provided  during  the  period  when  there  is  a  "lag* 
due  to  a  shortfall?  if  money  is  borrowed  from  some  other  source, 
what  about  the  interest  it  would  have  gained  had  it  stayed  in  a 
particular  account  -  or  is  this  a  problem?  will  the  final  EIS 
address  such  material? 

3)  Is  this  public  hearing  process  on  environmental  impacts  actually 
responsive  to  citisens'  concerns,  or  is  it  simply  a  political 
placebo  to  make  us  think  we  can  actually  have  a  voice  in  government 
decisions  of  this  nature?  if  an  EIS  shows  areas  of  adverse, 
significant,  high  impact,  does  this  mean  that  a  proposed  project, 
such  as  Midgetman,  will  be  dropped?  Do  members  of  Congress 
actually  take  the  results  of  an  EIS  under  serious  consideration 
when  determining  whether  to  fund  such  a  project?  Since  Montanans 
voted  in  1982  against  the  deployment  of  any  more  nuclear  missiles 
in  Montana  by  a  uiaigiu  of  statewide  -  and  even  4S4  of  Cascade 
County  voters  opposed  such  deployment  -  representing  11,306 
voters  here  in  our  county,  is  it  realistic  to  think  that  the 
voice  of  American  citizens  will  be  listened  to  simply  because 
there  is  a  process  whereby  our  input  is  recorded  regarding  impacts 
such  deployment  will  have  in  our  community  and  in  our  state? 


My  naa«  is  Carol  Collins  and  I'm  a  self-Mployed  legal  typist. 
Although  X  have  Skany  areas  of  cencarn  re  the  DEIS,  the  one  I  chooae  to 
addreas  ia  education,  particularly  as  it  relates  to  Greet  Falls. 

According  to  the  DEIS,  all  three  houaing  options  undar  all  basing 
alternatives  will  result  in  high,  significant  and  adverse  impacts  on 
our  achool  system. 

The  projected  increase  in  Great  Falla  atudants  for  the  year  1996  ia 
1,300.  The  breakdown  for  program-related  cnrollsMnta  is  anticipated 
to  be  710  elementary,  166  junior  high,  373  senior  high  and  50  special 
education  atudenta. 

Various  options  are  addressed  in  the  DEIS  to  handle  this  increase. 

One  ia  to  build  a  new  achool.  Under  the  heading  of  Potential  Mitiga¬ 
tion  Meaauraa,  various  possible  funding  aourcea  are  listed.  Two  of 
them  are  programs  which  admittedly  have  limited  current  funding  and  a 
third  poaaibility  ramaina  to  be  explored.  In  another  section,  the 
following  statement  ia  made:  "Resolutions  to  thsae  problems  would 
require  major  additions  of  personnel  or  facilities  for  which  sufficient 
funds  ara  not  axpectad  to  be  availabla."  This  concarns  me. 

A  second  option  explores  the  possibility  of  converting  the  currently 
vecant  Paris  Gibson  Junior  High  School  to  an  elemantary  school,  ro- 
quiring  busing  -  an  axpenaiva  and  not  altogether  desirable  option  for 
many  G.F.  paranta  of  aleswntary-age  children. 

If  the  Proposed  Action,  which  Involves  programmsd  Mtbese  housing 
is  chosen,  a  naw  school  will  almoat  cartainly  be  e  necessity  since 
&e  school  naaraat  Maljutrom,  Loy  Elementary  School,  will  double  its 
enrollment,  adding  approxisMtely  600  atudants  and  bringing  the  pupil-to- 
teacher  ratio  to  SO  to  1. 

If  aither  of  the  other  two  bousing  options  are  chosen  end  etndente 
ere  bused  to  several  othar  achoola,  tha  pupll-to-teacber  ratio  ia 
still  estimatad  to  be  above  state  standards,  thus  threatening  eecredi- 


(Question  •  3  was  part  of  my  testimony,  but  since  1  was  told  to 
end  my  testimony.  1  know  that  the  question  in  its  entirety  was  not 
given.) 

Thank  you  for  allowing  this  written  testimony  to  become  part  of 
the  DEIS  hearing  record.  tA 

Peace  Through  Justice,  2 

Carol  I.  Collins 

3030  8th  Ave.  S.  Great  Falls,  MT  ^ 
59405  > 
Ul 


tat  ion . 

The  re-opening  of  closed  eleawntary  achoola  is  also  listed  as  an 
option  in  the  DEIS.  Since  many  of  those  schools  ware  eioeed  beeaune 
they  were  considered  to  be  energy-inefficient  and  prasumably  rosMiB  eo, 
it  would  seem  to  be  poor  planning  to  consider  this  a  viable  option. 
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Re-equipping,  cleaning  and  rennovating  such  schools  is  costly. 

Another  financial  factor  is  the  issue  of  hiring  additional  faculty 
in  order  to  handle  the  increased  enrollsient.  Teachers  who  would  be 
first  OR  the  list  to  be  hired  would  be  those  who  have  been  RlFd  in 
the  past,  justifiably  so,  thus  requiring  higher  salaries  because  of 
their  experience. 

One  major  concern  2  have  is  that  the  DEIS  estimates  there  will  be 
revenue  shortfalls  of  approxisutely  $100,000  to  $170,000  in  the  year 
2000  and  thereafter,  Mntioning  a  lag  between  when  state  foundation 
monies  and  property  taxes  are  received  by  the  district  and  when  the 
additional  atudenta  arrive.  I  am  especially  concerned  about  what 
happens  during  this  lag  -  not  only  from  a  financial  perspective  but 
I  wonder  if  it  is  possible  or  likely  that  until  adequate  provisions 
are  atade,  our  atudenta  will  once  again  be  subjected  to  double-shifting 
as  they  were  in  the  past.  As  the  parent  of  four  children  who  attended 
G.F.  schools  beginning  in  1962  and  ending  in  1983,  1  know  what  it 
means  for  students  to  be  catching  a  bus  at  5:30  in  the  morning  when  the 
temperature  is  -25*. 

Under  all  proposed  options  in  the  DEIS,  our  children  are  likely  to 
experience  hardahips  in  one  form  or  another  and  financial  hardships 
will  undoubtedly  be  felt  by  those  of  us  who  are  taxpeyers. 


INTENTIONALLY 

LEFT 

BLANK 


One  DEIS  suggestion  of  changing  school  boundaries  would  also  create 
hardships  on  students  and  their  families.  Having  lived  in  one  houae 
south  of  G.F.  for  a  period  of  11  years  and  having  our  children  bused 
to  five  different  elementary  schools,  often  changing  from  year  to  year 
or  even  within  a  school  year,  I  know  whereof  I  apeak.  It  is  not  easy 
for  children  to  make  these  kinds  of  adjustments. 

One  suggestion  1  would  like  to  make  is  that  the  final  draft  of  the 
BIS  contain  estimated  costs  for  each  option  in  regard  to  educational 
impacts. 

Thank  you. 

■r  .  .  /r 

’  U  ^  A.  * 

> 
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Institute  for  Peace  and  International  Security 

P.O.  Box  Cambridgr,  MosMchuM'tts  022  M 

(617)M7-)iW 


joltn  KtnMth  Gtitvaith 
I'lMwtrwiv 
Fmtku  Sehroedrr 
L'  5  Kefrtfntuvr 

Roaodt  9  Twnuaf  CKim 


WOlwdR  lotuiKin 
Ilium  hiiiiiTi  InaniwH 
^Tccknafafv 
MtcimlT  Xhn 


At  Kt  (•  -HS^/  I't  V 
Sol"  »  oil  A  II  t  u 


Hfc;  >.>«Mvii1?.  .>11  ilill  I- II'  I  I  1.1  .»!  mt.xi- I 

loi  tlx-  .''■i>«t.  I  III  t*!  <  uiil  I  iifiitn  I  batlixtic  Hmsiir 
li'itHH)  or  ■'Hii«»»i«i«ir  At  iHl«&ii-'>M  All  j-oiif 
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Ihe  vropi>s«-ii  'liox<-t«uii  •i«'i' i w  »> t  Ht  *fAt*stro«i  Air 
rorce  base  oeapr'»*i  a  hoou  oeAi  ol  loaneiit  wjtti  r«‘<Ar<i 
to  Its  nAlionAi  cioiioAii.  sirntemc.  hi»«»  arns  ki>iiiv«>i 
ijipACtt  1  sea  tne  attivie.  •Hdueiaari;  'iiaaiie  »n  dearth 
ol  A  '1i>>>i><i>.  b>  t'-t.  saixer  ano  .J .  A .  aor>i  wui  t  n . 
Bulletin  ol  tne  Atowic  A^;s  ( Sove«bei  IBBUJ. 

and  A  loi-ihLoaina  •u  tiin  n.  IHlb's  rea*  e  Kapei 
senrsl-  uiven  yuiir  iiaiteo  UfeJb  siopinii  paraaeters. 
winch  1  oelicie  iapropei  i>  es<.  iinie  iltsctission  ol  these 
issues,  1  have  luntifnl  nv  cuaments  nere  to  a  tew 
env  1  ronaent a  1  mies t  ions  c  one ern  i  iix  roads  . 

iranspoi'i  a  1  ion  ,  and  noise  i  iiAOeoual  e  1  >  adut*-ss«-.i  in  the 
di af t  . 

Ihe  llfclh  raises  i  r  an.si-n  t  »i  i  on  issues,  par  t  irn  1  at- 1  y  in 
ae«.ttun  luui.  and  toenses  priaariiy  on  tne  (teavy 
conjestion  caused  lirsl  ti>  constrtuiion  crews  1  roa 
lasi-lSSj  and  neM  by  liie  iieiaatient  iux  increase  in  Air 
►  orce  personnel  and  faailics  ( i».'i->i  ■  a  (  ion  in<  teases  t  com 
lu.'uu  to  Ib.^lui. 

An  additional  concern,  however,  is  me  atiuai  operation 
of  the  iuo-i?U  hUBMs  on  their  hard  aooile  launchers' 
iMMLal  with  related  'eludes  xiot  the  lapat  f  on  slate, 
count.',  an-l  iit'  roads  and  traffic.  >ou  nave  estiaated 
(table  p.  l-.il  the  iiiialier  ol  annual  ronndirips 

of  HHL-relaiea  vehicles  t  roa  •taiBstti.a  to  lanntn 
facilities.  ')>  '  a  I  >.  n  lat  ions  show  the  loiiowma  s'st<'a 
totals  I  l  aiiKes  are  ^iven  clue  to  stated  depioyaent 
paraaeters  ol  iOU-.;3U  s  U  lids  it  |ov-Jt».»  suiuteaafi 
sites  > ; 


sni<h  lists  tne  Slioi  lest  uistaiue 
and  tn<-  lonaest  -is  J  .'A  aiic.s  i>- 
vehicles  sill  diive  i.oo  -  li.ss 
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3UU  one-wav  venicie  trips  uait'  > 
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reducing  levels  ol  service  aions 
clsesnere . 
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An  lapui'tant  leiaieu  issue  is  t lie  aoveaeni  treiiuency  of  the 
aissiie.  HHs.  •ind  -oiivov,  aside  I  i  oa  ail  other  reiateo  support 
vehicles.  iou  state  that  i ne  HSi .  aissiie.  and  warhead  wiXi  aake 
one  roiindtrip  per  voir  between  ttaiaslroa  and  its  launch  fai  ility. 
ip.  1-»1  I'lactice  driiint  and  depivivaeni  will  taae  place  on  a 
practice  area  on  base.  these  nsxuai'iions  appear  to  ae  verv 
lapractiisi  it  one  wants  to  aaxiaize  tne  second-st rihe  capability 
and  necessar*  stirv  i  v  abi  1 1  i '  >1  me  aissile. 

if  one  wanted  hiah  voniidence  in  the  reliabilliv  ol  the  HNL  and 
in  tne  sM  1 1 1  ot  the  crew  to  .feploy  the  >\,.tea  under  nut  tear 
altais.  aiiual  pravtice  runs  Iroa  the  individual  launch  facility 
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lo  potential  launch  points  wouig  nave  to  pc  performed  re«uiariy. 
perhaps  at  least  on  a  aonlhis  basis.  in<i.  were  the  ^t>ii-^:,ii  h^i  a 
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Lieutenant  Colonel  Peter  Weleh 

AritCe-BHS/DEV 

Norton  AFB,  CA 

Deer  Colonel  Welsh: 

Atceched  ere  hom  cOMents  on  tho  Dreft  FIS  t.>r  llu-  Sr«.ill 
Interront  Inentel  BelllstU-  Hlsslle  Proitree.  These  roMcncs  pertain  to 
the  alnerel  Mterlals  (eititrexJte  res. ion  os)  ri-ijokrenvn!  ..  -{  me  proposed 

Act  Ion. 

Responses  or  questions  on  me  ootMenis  tuv  t>e  directed  to  Seoit  HetAht 
of  this  office. 

og- 

DiRrtctMBnMir 

Cnc losure 

cc:  JlB  Beever  -  MSn 

•Mrv  Hotter  -  LDO 


Tod 


COttCNTS  ON  DIUrT  ElS  RCLATCD  TO  oePLOYHEWT  OP  TNE 
SMALL  ICBN  SYSTEM  AND  ASSOCIATED  MINERAL  MATERIAI.  DEVELOPfCNT 

We  essiMSe  that  the  tera  *«itAresete~  ss  used  In  the  OCIS  (pertlculsrly 
tt|ure  4.10.2-3  end  in  teble  4.10.2-1)  Includes  send  end  frsect  used  tor 
concrete  sARreASte  es  veil  es  rood  surtecinA  aeiertsl  end  construction 
asierlsl.  Hes  e  requireaeni  tor  riprap  been  deterainedt 

During  inftlel  scoping  4.S  allllon  tons  of  aetcrisl  eerc  required  tor  the 
project.  In  the  DEIS  only  epproslascely  ).0  Billion  tons  ul  aeterisl  ecre 
Identified.  lAiJt  dropped  the  requlreaenis  by  1.^  atlllun  tuns  and  uhel  is 
the  aargln  of  error  on  the  3.U  allllon  inn  estlaste* 

After  deployvrnt  won't  there  be  an  Increase  In  baseline  deaend  for  road 
and  site  aaintenanceT  It  so  do  you  have  any  cstlaates^ 

iHi  paAe  4-2Sa  several  assuaptions  were  Bade  regarding  aggregate 
res.iurces.  These  ire  iJJressed  Kelow: 

'ARpregate  supplied  to  a  ronstructlon  site  was  derived  froa  the  closest 
eslstlng  coaaercial  producer.' 

Last  year  the  Air  Force  let  a  contract  to  rcgravel  a  alssle  road  near 
Winifred.  The  contractor  opened  two  new  gravel  pits  on  BLM  adalnlsicred  lands 
and  seven  on  private  lands.  Availability  of  materials  as  close  ss  possible 
to  the  project,  and  reducing  haulage  costs,  Is  more  desirable  to  the 
contractors  and  will  be  pursued  by  then  whenever  possible. 

. .Additional  alleage  for  hauling  the  aggregate  is  the  preferred  alternative 
to  opening  new  aggregate  pits.' 

Does  this  Bean  that  the  Air  Force  will  take  an  active  part  in  deieralnlng 
where  new  aggregate  pits  will  be  located  and  aelect  the  aggregate  sources  for 
specific  portlona  of  the  project;  or  will  the  procurement  of  an  aggregate 
source  be  left  up  to  the  construction  contractor’ 

The  BLM  adalniatcrs  large  amounts  of  public  lands,  and  an  even  larger 
amount  of  the  mineral  estate  (which  Includes  atneral  aaterlals)  in  the 
deployment  area.  Ue  anticipate  this  project  may  increase  our  workload  in 
the  atneral  materials  program  during  construction  and  deployment  as  well 
as  afterwards  for  Mintenance.  The  BLM  wants  to  work  closely  with  the  Air 
Force  so  as  to  be  prepared  to  handle  the  additional  permitting  activity  as 
smoothly  and  efficiently  as  posaibie.  There  are  three  general  wavs  for 
BLM  to  provide  federslly  owned  sand  and  gravel  to  the  Mldgetman  project; 
these  are: 

a.  Free  Use  perntta  Issued  directly  to  the  Air  Force  for  the  material.  The 
contractor  could  then  only  charge  the  Air  Force  for  processing, 
estraction,  haulage  etc.  of  the  material  but  not  for  the  material  itself. 

b.  Competitive  royalty  bidding  between  various  Interested  contractors  for  a 
specific  material  slte(s). 


5 


BLM  would  aet  the  sale  price  of  the  material  through  appraisal  and  award 
materials  permit  to  the  successful  bidder  of  the  Air  Force  construction 
contrecc . 

Flease  contact  us  as  soon  as  possible  if  you  have  anv  preference  on 
processing  mineral  material  permits  associated  with  your  project. 
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UNITED  STATES 

department  of  the  interior 

FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 
Fish  and  W'ldllfe  Enhancement 
fi’Crra^  S'dq..  "  Coufthoi^se 
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This  concludes  our  comments  on  the  Statement.  Thank  you  for  the  opportunity 
to  review  the  Statement  and  for  vemr  continued  efforts  to  meet  out  Joint 
responsibilities  under  the  Endangered  Species  Act  as  amended. 

S 1  ncerel V , 

Wayne  C.  Brewster 
State  Supervtsvir 
Montana  State  Office 
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F*t«r  Walah.  Col  USAF  I 

l>ir*ctor  EnvtronMntal  Planning  Uiviaion 
OvpartMnt  of  th*  Air  Foret* 

Hagional  Civil  Engineer 
Bellietic  Hiaaile  Support  lAFESC) 

Morton  Air  force  Base.  California  9^409 

Dear  Colonel  Valsh' 

Again  1  wish  to  thank  you  and  your  staff  for  holding  the  public 
hearings  on  placement  and  environsentai  lepact  of  the  saall  ICW  aystea  in 
the  central  Hontana  area  I  greatly  apologize  that  I  could  not  be  in 
attendance  at  your  Meeting  in  Lewistown  on  July  20th.  but  other  duties  kert 
•e  away  1  hope  ay  aessage  to  you  was  adequately  delivered  by  others 

J  have  studied  with  great  interest  the  Draft  Envi ronaental  lapact 
St.«teaent  Small  Intercontinental  Ballistic  Missile  Prograa  -  Malastroa 
Air  Force  Base.  Hontana  -  United  States  Air  Force  -  June  1967  For  the  aost 
part  1  find  it  a  fairly  realistic  assessmvnt  of  the  planned  action  I 
realise  that  it  is  relatively  general  in  nature,  and  will  need  conaiderable 
engineering  refinement  as  this  project  moves  forward 

It  IS  apparent  f roa  the  EIS  that  the  proposed  action  will  have  a  very 
significant  long  term  negative  socio-economic  impact  upon  the  Urban  Great 
Falls  area  (EIS  pages  616*201  The  laaediate  impact  due  to  construction  ia 
relatively  short  term  and  1  find  nothing  unusual  for  a  project  of  this 
maenitude  Consideration  of  the  impact  on  each  silo  site  is  greatly 
appreciated,  aa  site  specific  conditions  determine  the  short  and  long  termj 
environmental  effects  on  the  immediate  area 

The  only  real  criticism  that  1  have  of  the  EIS  ia  in  the  consideration 
given  to  vehicular  traffic  I  have  a  great  concern  for  the  traffic  corridor 
connecting  Lewistown  and  Greet  Falls  (USB?).  and  find  that  the  EIS  is 
totally  inadequate  in  assessing  the  vehicular  traffic  haaerda  that 
undoubtedly  will  develop  when  the  system  becomes  fully  eperat ic>nal  1  em 
sure  that  the  Air  iorce  is  aware  of  t/ie  seventy  of  Montane'a  winter 
cl.mste  While  This  corridor  is  rarely  closed  in  the  winter,  it  can  be  very 
treacherous  A  great  number  of  trips  must  be  made  to  and  from  Halmstroa  and 
specific  silo  sites  (Tsble  1  3.2*1  Draft  EISI  Many  of  the  vehicles  or 
convoys  are  extremely  large  and  undoubtedly  will  be  slow  moving,  thus 
creating  a  lot  of  frustration  for  civilian  travelers.  As  frustration  andj 
traffic  rises,  so  will  accidents 


The  EIS  does  address  the  transportat ion  probl< 
through  Great  ialls  i  page  f  19  EIS).  and  it  doesr 
g'l.ft  Th*-  addtlJ.-<n  r>f  tht-  K'  ’ and  M)  hill  ;»»ii 
worse  •  h»-  ti..  .•  .nil  I  >  t.o  1 1-  ttie  iraltic  pi  1.»c«b« 

all  along  US' 87  between  Lewistown  and  Malmstrom  Th 


DOCUMENT  109 


n  et  Halmstrocn  and 
't  particularly 

that  Witt  be  ^rreated 
the  route  that  all 


ALTERMATF.  SERVICE  CENTER  RASING 
Fi'h  “MALI  ICRM  rY''TF.M 


DOCUMENT  109 


..Fl'  ACTluM 


Flights  A  E  and  K-0  must  eventually  funnel  their  vehicle  traffic  into  It 
IS  also  the  msjcr  East/West  route  for  all  civilian  traffic  The  closer  you 
M«t  to  Great  Falls  the  heavier  the  traffic  becomes  It  is  for  the  most  pert 
only  two  Isne  road,  and  makes  passing  extremely  hazardous  As  delays  become 
longer  and  longer,  civilians  take  more  and  more  risks 

Based  up<ui  Tabl<  1  3  2-1.  mileage  <lata  given  in  Appendix  A  <>t  the  draft 
El^'  and  ir.'p  fe,i  site  information  given  in  an  Air  Force  hand  out  at  the 
piiMi.  b»-arif)g.  J  estimate  that  over  1  b  million  miles  will  be  driven  by 
Air  Force  personnel  annually  to  service  the  total  Small  ICBM  System  I  see 
the  attached  Tables  1  thru  7)  To  service  Flights  A-F  and  K  C».  Fas'  <  f 
Malmstrom,  alone  will  require  about  <'n>‘  million  annual  miles  h<>t  atl  of 
this  mileage  will  be  on  US87  betweei.  l.ewistown  and  Halm»*rom.  but  again  all 
traffic  will  funnel  intc  this  <-orridor  and  place  some  burden  on  our  ether 
two  lane  primary  highways  in  the  area 


The  above  estimates  are  o<-ns*  r vat  i ve  at  (’< 
ai  'ut  the  basis  for  Table  1  fi  >;  I  (  believe 
hearings  that  the  HHLs  and  missiles  would  be 
separately.  because  of  proposed  road  Uad 


St.  as  I  have  some  doubt 
I  heard  at  the  scoping 
moved  onto  a  silo  site 
g  •ar-Tciti»'s  If  this  IS 


the  casv.  more  vehicles  wi 1 .  be  required  when  moving  the  NHL  and  missile  to 
Malmstrom  for  annusl  servicing 

ase  th»  Fl:  is  iria.tequale  in  that  it  di'esn't  properly  address 
rds  due  to  significant  traffic  moving  to  and  from  Malmstrom 
has  been  made  nf  impact  on  the  civilian  iK>puiation  and  no 
l'<  mitigate  that  impact  ha?,  been  explored  This  needs  to  be 
gineering  U'cjis  in  on  where  «ervicc  -nti.-rs  ;fhi’>>ld  he  based 


In  any  c 
ordinary  ha:a 
)  I  Mo  assessment 

Ialtarnat ives 
done  befor*-  en 


Figur' 
t hemso 1 
and  R-Qi 
Malmstrom 
service  ti 
potent ia 1 
acj'-oun*  , 
vj 1 1  hav* 
reduc i ng 
Midget  man 

This 

one  I  wf 


A 1  teriiat  e  pr ■  -p.  i 


i  i  4  ‘  i I  1  y  1  r<.j  I .  .a '  .  1  h.a t  the  M I  i.ut  eman  s I  los  divide 

int<  two  distinct  areas  ‘Might.*,  hi.  K  O  and  Flights  A.  F-J. 
The  Eastern  Flights  could  be  easily  serviced  at  (.ewistown.  under 
command,  and  the  Western  at  Malmstrom  This  would  reduce  annual 
lies  by  about  600.0<>0  miles,  and  should  greatly  reduce  accident 
and  military  t  ransp.  .rtat  i  or.  costs  If  all  factors  are  taken  into 
.11. '-.gat'.  the  impact  that  the  proposed  action  in  the  Draft  EI& 
t-n  I'ascade  County.  this  alternative  alr.o  has  the  potential  in 
overall  .  on?  1  HI.- 1  i  r  .n  and  ope  ra  t  1  r.na  I  oosts  over  tfie  life  of  ‘he 


ilitv 

For*: 


sHt-'.s  (••'•allv.  but  IS 
xf’l'.re.  before  moving 


icepmiy 

/  ) 


Eftablish  a  branch  service  center  for  Malmstroa  at  the  tMwiatown 
Airpo*  aed/or  nearby  area  to  service  Flights  B*E  and  K-0  Thia  nearly 
eguul  >  divides  the  annual  service  mileege  required  to  service  each 
ai'-a  in  half  and  saves  approximately  600.000  service  Miles  annually 
over  the  Draft  EIP  proposed  action 

flight:-  SERVICED  BY  MALMSTROM  AT  GREAT  FALLS  A.  C-J,  and  P-T 

Number  of  silos  42 

rh.mbei-  HMls  84 

Numl-er  Annual  Service  Miles  b977&f 

FLIGHTS  SERVICED  BY  MALMSTROM  AT  LEWISTOWN  BE,  and  K-0 

Number  of  silos  bb 

Number  HHLs  116 

N  imber  Annual  Service  Miles  30970P 

LAN!'  A.~i)UlSinON 

The  present  lewistown  Airport  location  was  acquired  by  the  ArMy  Air 
F-Tce  in  I94i  and  served  as  a  P  1 “  base  until  lP4b  when  it  waa  daeded 
t“  Fergus  County  and  Low i  st  ewn  to  serve  a^  municipal  airport 

sufficient  land  is  available  for  housing,  service  and  training  areas  on 
ihv  West  end  o(  i  hi'  property  If  this  isn't,  sufficient,  there  is  more 
adjoining  land  that  may  be  available  Airport  land  ii  under  the  control 
of  the  Lewistown.  Fergus  County  Airport  Commission 

TKANSPt'RTATlON 

The  airport  is  bordered  on  the  North  by  USPT  There  is  ample  runways  to 
handle  reasonable  sized  aircraft  Great  Falls  is  only  lOb  wiles  fro* 
Lewistown.  which  makes  th#  movement  of  small  numbers  of  personnel 
relatively  easy  to  and  from  Malmstrom  Lewistown  is  also  serviced  by 
Purrlington  Northern  Railroa*^ 

LAND  USF-  IMPACT 

There  should  be  little  hlojugiful.  geological,  or  cultural  long  term 
impacts  as  tht-  airport  aies  or  surroun.iing  land  Is  primarily  in 
ay r  M-iil  tura)  tyj>e  use 

C^iMMl'NlTY  IMPACT 

imreased  population  in  the 
w..uld  b-  hot.,  f  «t  i.>l  in  e^p 
.  I  |  ..|  1  .M.l«  It  •  i»...  t  Iv  h  w  •• 

I-**  imr*te‘l  woUi  th-pc»i.1  n 
In 


oJi.iU  l.owi 


John  I  Humphr 
a  1  aii’l  tnblo^  alt.*. 


n  area  for  the  most  part 
iiig  m»Tch>»rii  saleT  and  civilian  lob 
.  .*  .«r“7  «'th?i  government  servj<-es  would 

ti."  niimbfi*  "i  i-ersonnel  nee^ied  at  the 
there  would  be  a  beneficial  effect  by 
having  fewer  «n  Cascade  County  and  spreading  out  the  required  services^ 
to  a  larger  area  e 


E-llO 
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EXPLANATION  OF  TABLES  1  THROUGH  7 
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OTHER  BENEFITS 

On  lop  of  housing  p«?r:.on»iel  net  Joit  lor  the  Mnall  K'bM  :.y5ten  ttruuntJ 
Lewistown,  the  Air  Force  could  also  house  Minuteman  service  personnel 
needed  for  these  sane  Fliffhts  This  would  nake  present  MalastroB 
housins  available  for  their  new  aissions,  and  further  reduce 
maintenance  costs 

Hakir.g  service  mileage  less  would  not  only  reduce  the  potential  for 
vehicle  accidents,  but  also  would  reduce  fuel  requirements  Presently 
there  is  an  excess  of  oil  in  the  world  but  this  short  term  Fuel  prices 
are  expected  to  rise  sharply,  and  supplies  diminish  over  the  next  few 
years 

Spreading  personnel  over  a  broader  area  will  put  less  pressure  on 
regional  outdoor  recreational  resources  The  Lewistown  area  abounds 
with  ample  outdoor  activities  camping.  hunting.  fishing.  back 

packing,  etc 

Facility  security  would  be  improved,  as  not  all  eggs  would  be  in  one 
basket 

More  efficient  use  of  personnel  a*  Lewistown  is  centrally  located  in 
the  proposed  Flight  service  area 

Overall  project  cost.  construction  and  operations,  will  be  greatly 
reduced 


TABLE  1 

ll.i  tail.  l>  n.  thii.y  in.  r-.  l  l.ai.  tl.<.  I  r  ■  n.  .  at  h  M.rujtemar. 

Silo  location  to  Malmstr'.im  given  in  Appeiidix  A  o1 

DRAFT  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 
SHALL  INTERCONTINENTAL  BALLISTIC  MISSILE  PROGRAM 
MALMSTROH  AIR  FORCE  BASE.  MONTANA 
UNITED  STATES  AIR  FORCE  JUNE  1967 

The  body  of  the  table  shows  the  mileage  from  each  flight  silo  to 
Malmstrom  The  column  headed  LC  is  an  estimate  of  the  mileage  to 
Malmstrom  to  each  Flight’s  control  center  The  exact  data  was  not 
contained  in  the  EIS,  but  could  be  estimated  from  Figure  1  3  3-4 

TABLE  2 

This  table  .>ust  shows  the  missile  locations  recomended  under  the 
proposed  action  for  HML  placement  The  data  source  is  from 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  ANALYSIS  PROCESS 
PUBLIC  HEARINGS  -  JULY  1987 

handed  out  on  July  20,  1967  at  the  Air  Force  public  hearing  in 

Lewistown .  Montana 

TABLE  3 

This  table  shows  the  annual  mileage  driven  to  service  each  silo 
and  launch  control  center  and  is  based  upon  the  information  give 
in  appendix  A  of  the  EIS.  EIS  Figure  1  3  3-4.  EIS  Table  1  3  2-1. 
the  proposed  EIS.  HML  placement  Table  1.  end  the  proposed  EIS 
action  The  HML  convoy.  Safety  Vehicle.  Nonmilitary  Police  Patrol. 
Support  &  Maintenance  Vans,  and  Refueling  Vehicle  were  assumed  to 
travel  round  trip  to  the  HML  (2  per  site)  The  Crew  Replacement 
Vehicles  and  Security  Vehicles  were  assumed  to  travel  round  trip 
only  to  the  LC  site  (conservative  estimate) 

Overall  to  service  all  proposed  HML  placements  from  Malmstrom  will 
require  1.536.3&4  annual  service  miles  Over  the  20  year  expected 
life  of  the  system  (EIS).  this  would  mean  about  32,000,000  service 
miles 

TABLE  4 

Table  4  is  a  subset  of  Table  3  It  shows  the  annual  service  miles 
from  Malmstrom  required  to  maintain  those  Flights  surrounding 
Lewistown  These  Flights  will  require  940. 598  annual  miles  or 
about  19,000,000  service  miles  over  the  20  year  life  of  the 
system 

TABLE  S 

This  table  is  an  estimate  of  the  mileage  from  each  silo  shown  m 
Table  1  to  Lewistown  for  the  Flights  that  surround  the  Lewistown 
area  (Flights  B.  C.  D.  E.  K.  L.  M,  N  and  0),  and  are  proposed  for 
action  (Table  2) 
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There  was  no  precise  routing  data  given  in  the  EIS.  so  it  was 
assumed  that  each  route  tr  and  from  a  silo  would  intersect  one  of 
the  Primary  hiKhwavs-  'US  MT  Ah.bl'  and  ther.  t>ri.*c<''-d  m  t' 

Malmstrom  <  i.  t)i*'  primary  system  ridialine  f  ren  Lewistown 
Corrections  were  then  made  to  the  Malmsirom  mileage  to  derive  the 
mileage  to  Lewistown 

Flights  0.  N  and  C  were  assum'd  to  pas*,  through  Lewistowr  on  their 
way  to  Malmstrom  Therefore  !d7  -,iles  was  subtracted  from  the 
Malmstrom  mileage  to  get  the  distance  to  Lewistown 

Flights  K  and  L  were  assumed  to  travel  North  to  the  intersection 
of  US  191  and  US  67  (Eddies  Corner)  and  then  West  to  Malmstrom  To 
derive  the  Lewistown  distance  66  miles  (Great  Falls  to  Eddies 
Corner)  was  subtracted  from  Table  1  and  17  miles  added  for 
traveling  East  t'’  Lewist^-iwn 

Flight  D  was  assumed  to  intersect  MT61  at  Denton,  then  by  back 
roads  MTPC,  then  intersecting  US87  at  Stanford,  and  finally 

proceeding  or^  tf>  Malmstrom  on  U587  The  distance  to  Lewistown  was 
derived  from  Table  1  by  subtracting  60  miles  (Stanford  to  Great 
Falls),  then  subtracting  17  miles  'Stanford  to  Denton)  and  finally 
adding  61  miles  >Denton  to  Lewistown) 

Flight  B  was  assumed  to  intersect  US87  at  Stanford  The  Lewistown 
mileage  war.  computed  hy  subtracting  60  miles  (Great  Falls  to 
Stanford)  and  adding  46  mile?  ^Stanford  to  Lewistown)  from  values 
in  Table  1 


Flight  r 


va  lii«  *  in  Tal 
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Flightr  K  a 
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a  t  Mr>c 


n  The  Lewistown 
'Great  Falls  to 
ewistown)  to  the 


jght  M  were  ■•.■mputed  the  same  as  f<’r 
rites  9  and  )0  where  a  additional  1! 
ir  being  West  of  the  US191  US67 


M.1 '  mst  r-  m 
annua  My. 


Th  1 t  .lb  1  »• 
MaUf.ii  -IT, 


the  d  I  f  f  erer. 


'-onlainr  the  estimated  annual  service  miles  to  maintain 
prop/  red  fer  a*  t  lor  'Table  It  for  Flights  P  F.  .ind  K  O. 
•  •rv;'e  It  from  ,i  I.»-wi  ?,  t  (  xr.  maintenance  centi-r.  under 
■  .  jmiTiand  '  'ii  1  y  B  r.»*r  v  !■  e  miles  wjuld  be  requ  i  red 

'r  about  f.  ,  ,  o'i|.  mile  over  the  ,.’0  ve.^r  life  of  the 


M  ight-i  F.  r.. 
bet  we>.n  T  1  •• 


'Tl'"  .  8FC'  addi  t  lonal 
1 2 . SOr . OnO  addit lona 
the  system 


■  rr.i. eage  r|riv*n  .irinually  by  using 
nd  ma  1  n' ••nance  .enter.  rather  than 
F.  K.  L.  M.  N.  an'l  O  This  table  is 

.Mid  T-.blo  f- 

fiigtit*.  from  Malmstrom  will  require 
irif.iially,  of  ,»n  excess  of  about 
over  th*'  20  ye.ir  anticipated  life  of 


TABLE  1 

MILES  -  LAUNCH  FACitHY  OR  CONTROL  CENTER  to 
SOURCE  APPENDIX  A  •  DRAFT  EIS  -  JUNE  1987 
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1 

55 

9 
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7 
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7 
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3 
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6 

76 

3 
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9 
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1 
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116 

0 

112 

2 

104 

9 

104 
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5 

145 

0 

126 

9 

120 

4 

116 

3 

126 

9 

143 

7 

147 

-F- 

53 

0 

67 

3 

73 

9 

50 

7 

52 

6 

61 

3 

64 

5 

77 

6 

62 

3 

72 

5 

70 

G- 

60 

0 

46 

6 

42 

5 

37 

0 

43 

3 

64 

.  1 

61 

1 

69 

9 

60 

5 

70 

8 

55 

-H- 

42 

0 

47 

6 

36 

2 

26 

9 

33 

4 

35 

9 

40 

3 

45 

4 

44 

4 

53 

7 

59 

-1  - 

25 

0 

25 

7 

46 

1 

.  45 

6 

38 

6 

31 

.  7 

23. 

5 

39 

1 

37 

3 

18 

4 

20 

-J- 

35 

0 

61 . 

6 

35 

5 

36 

1 

29 

6 

27 

2 

20 

2 

37 

5 

29 

4 

32 

3 

36 

-K- 

125 

0 

117. 

0 

J27 

e 

150 

5 

143. 

4 

130 

.4 

142 

9 

130 

3 

146 

7 

133 

4 

141 

-t- 

too 

0 

no 

3 

no 

6 

117 

6 

158 

0 

123 

6 

109 

2 

in 

9 

97 

6 

99 

0 

92 

M 

85 

0 

120 

4 

115 

0 

no 

1 

99 

9 

lOl 

.  6 

87 

0 

86 

.5 

76 

9 

87 

5 

97 

-N 

120 

0 

130 

1 

135 

4 

124 

4 

129 

1 

116 

7 

117 

1 

no 

2 

104 

9 

117 

6 

124 

-0 

136 

0 

144 

2 

151 

1 

146 

0 

152 

0 

157 

4 

144 

2 

120 

3 

126 

7 

132 

9 

138 

P 

80 

0 

64 

2 

78 

9 

72 

6 

69 

4 

61 

5 

61 

7 

74 

0 

64 

2 

77 

2 

92 

-0- 

80 

0 

92 

1 

93 

6 

66 

3 

75 

7 

75 

.  5 

79 

4 

99 

6 

93 

7 

89 

6 

98 

R- 

60 

0 

85 

7 

72 

4 

78 

7 

75 

5 

65 

9 

72 

3 

66 

6 

52 

5 

77 

e 

79 

-S- 

60 

0 

60 

7 

51 

1 

56 

0 

78 

6 

79 

3 

60 

9 

70 

9 

57 

6 

65 

4 

64 

-T- 

65 

0 

98 

9 

94 

4 

66 

4 

76 

4 

89 

6 

64 

1 

81 

6 

64 

1 

97 

5 

90 

NUMBERING  DOES  NOT  CONFORM  TO  FIGURE  1 
FOR  FLIGHTS  P.O.R.S  AND  T 

LC  -  LAUNCH  CONTROL  MILEAGE  ESTIMATED  FROM  FIGURE 


TABLE  2 

SITES  PROPOSED  FOR  ACTION 
SOURCE  HAND-OUT  -  DRAFT  EIS  JULY  1987 


OR  APPENDIX  A  -  DRAFT  EIS 


-C- 

D 

E- 


I 

J- 

K 


0- 

R- 

S- 

T 


NUMBERING  DOES  MOT  CCMfFORM  TO  FIGURE  1334  OR  APPENriX  A 
FOR  FLIGHTS  P.Q.R.S  AND  T 
LC  -  LAUNCH  CONTROL 
•  -  PROPOSED  FOR  ACTION 


E-111 


EV2-WnO  _ cD>fiea.(Ou.u.MU.e.e»tne>a>u.e>e>a>oo  S|EV2-l/nO 


TABLE  3 

DOCUMENT  109* 

ANNUAL  HILEAGE 

(HALHSTROH)  m  REQUIRED  TRIPS 

SOURCE  ESTIMATE 

DRAFT 

EIS  -  JUNE  1967 

SITE 

FLT  LC 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

6 

9 

10 

11 

-A-  21896 

1120 

1524 

1612 

1004 

1120 

-B-  29718 

2668 

3320 

2640 

1556 

1884 

2160 

-C-  59432 

3106 

2906 

3172 

3052 

2336 

-D-  70380 

4440 

4466 

4196 

4164 

3920 

3616 

-£-101660 

6006 

6020 

5600 

5076 

4732 

$904 

-F-  43010 

2692 

2104 

2452 

2560 

-G-  46920 

1480 

2420 

H-  32644 

1904 

1528 

1156 

1612 

1776 

2148 

2364 

-I-  19550 

1026 

1544 

1266 

1492 

620 

-J-  27370 

1420 

606 

1500 

1472 

K-  97750 

5112 

6020 

5736 

5216 

5716 

5212 

5644 

-L-  78200 

4432 

4712 

6320 

4366 

3904 

3960 

3692 

-H-  66470 

4600 

4064 

3460 

3156 

3500 

3686 

-N-  93840 

5204 

5416 

4748 

4196 

4704 

4972 

-0-106670 

5768 

6044 

5640 

5068 

5540 

-P-  62560 

3086 

3716 

-Q-  62560 

3762 

3020 

3176 

3746 

3936 

-R-  62560 

2896 

3148 

2892 

3160 

-S-  46920 

2426 

2320 

3172 

2616 

-T-  66470 

3778 

3456 

3264 

3364 

NOTE  NUMBERING  DOES  NOT 

CONFORM 

1  TO  FIGURE  1 

3  3-4  OR 

APPENDIX  A 

■  MIAFT 

EIS 

FOR  FLIGHTS 

P.Q.R. 

S  AND  T 

LC  - 

LAUNCH 

CONTROL  MILEAGE  ESTIMATED  1 

FROH  FIGURE  1 .3. 

3-4 

TRIP 

FACTORS 

FROM 

TABLE  1 

3  2-1 

DRAFT  EIS 

TOTAL  ANNUAL  HILEAGE  = 

1536354 

TABLE  4 

ANNUAL  MILEAGE 

(HALHSTROH)  x  REQUIRED  TRIPS 

SOURCE  ESTIHATE  - 

DRAFT 

EIS  -  JUNE  1987 

SITE 

FLT  LC 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

-B-  29716 

2866 

3320 

2640 

1556 

1664 

2160 

-C-  59432 

3106 

2908 

3172 

3052 

2336 

-D-  70380 

4440 

4466 

4196 

4164 

3920 

3616 

-£'101660 

6006 

6020 

5600 

5076 

4732 

5904 

-K-  97750 

5112 

6020 

5738 

5216 

5716 

5212 

5644 

-L-  78200 

4432 

4712 

6320 

4366 

3904 

3960 

3692 

-M-  66470 

4600 

4064 

3460 

3156 

3500 

3666 

-N'  93640 

5204 

5416 

4746 

4196 

4704 

4972 

-0-105570 

5768 

6044 

5640 

5068 

5540 

LC  - 

LAUNCH 

CONTROL  MILEAGE  ESTIMATED  FROH  FIGURE  13. 

3-4 

TRIP 

FACTORS 

FROH 

TABLE  1 

3  2-1 

DRAFT  EIS 

e 

TOTAL  ANNUAL  MILEAGE  : 

940598 

> 

W 

TABLE  !> 

HILEAGE  ntOH  LAUNCH  FACILITY  OR  CONTROL  CENTER 
(LENISTOWN) 

SOURCE  ESTIHATE  -  DRAFT  EIS  -  JUNE  ]9H7 


DOCUMENT  109 


FLT 

LC 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

6 

3 

1" 

1 1 

& 

23  0 

56 

7 

66  0 

51  0 

2  3 

32  1 

39 

0 

C 

32  0 

33 

7 

28  7 

35  3 

32 

3 

14 

4 

D- 

64  0 

65 

0 

86 

2 

78  9 

78  1 

72 

0 

64  4 

E- 

23  0 

43 

2 

43 

5 

36  0 

19  9 

U 

3 

40 

6 

-K 

54  0 

56  8 

79 

5 

72  4 

59  4 

71 

9 

59 

3 

70 

1 

-L 

29  0 

39.6 

46 

6 

67  0 

36 

2 

26  6 

26 

0 

21 

3 

M 

14  0 

44  0 

30  6 

15 

5 

22  9 

3J 

5 

26 

2 

M- 

13  0 

23 

1 

26  4 

117 

2  1 

10 

6 

17 

3 

-o- 

28  0 

37 

2 

44  1 

39 

0 

19  7 

31 

5 

LC  -  LAUNCH  CONTROL  HILEAGE  ESTIMATED  FROM  FIGURE  13  3-4 


TABLE  6 
ANNUAL  HILEAGE 

(LENISTOVN)  «  REQUIRED  TRIPS 
SOURCE  ESTIHATE  -  DRAFT  SIS  -  JUNE  2987 


FLT  LC 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

-B-  17986 

2268 

2720 

2040 

956 

1264 

1560 

C-  25024 

1346 

1146 

1412 

1292 

576 

-D  50046 

3400 

3446 

3156 

3124 

2680 

2576 

•E-  17966 

1728 

1740 

1520 

796 

452 

1624 

-K-  42226 

2272 

3160 

2696 

2376 

2876 

2372 

2604 

-L-  22678 

1592 

1672 

3480 

1528 

1064 

U2C 

852 

-H-  10946 

1760 

1224 

620 

916 

1260 

1048 

-N-  10166 

924 

1336 

468 

64 

424 

692 

-0-  21896 

1466 

1764 

1560 

766 

1260 

LC  -  LAUNCH  CONTROL  HILEAGE  ESTIMATED  FROM  FIGURE  1  33-4 
TRIP  FACTORS  FROH  TABLE  232-1  DRAFT  EIS 


TOTAL  ANNUAL  HILEAGE  =  309706 


DOCUMENT  109 


DOCUMENT  109 1 


TABLE  7 

ANNUAL  MILEAGE  DIFFERENCE 

(HALHSTROH  -  LEWISTONN)  n  REQUIRED  TRIPS 
SOURCE  ESTIMATE  -  DRAFT  EIS  •  JUNE  1987 


LC 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

6 

9 

10 

11 

11730 

600 

600 

600 

600 

600 

600 

34406 

1780 

1760 

1760 

1760 

1760 

20332 

1040 

1040 

1040 

1040 

1040 

1040 

63674 

4260 

4260 

4280 

4260 

4260 

4280 

55522 

2640 

2840 

2640 

2840 

2840 

2640 

2640 

55522 

2640 

2640 

2640 

2640 

2640 

2840 

2640 

55522 

2640 

2840 

2640 

2240 

2240 

2840 

63674 

4280 

4260 

4280 

4112 

4260 

4260 

83674 

4280 

4260 

4260 

4280 

4260 

LC  - 

LAUNCH 

CONTROL  MILEAGE  ESTIMATED 

FRW1  FIGURE  1  3 

3-4 

TRIP 

FACTORS 

FROM 

TABLE  1 

3  2-1 

DRAFT  : 

EIS 

It*  i2-=?  :  It"  ■ 

h  s:  -5^  Nl 

Js  ■  its 

I  is  iS  : i|i  :  jif 

??? 


TOTAL  ANNUAL  HILEAGE  DIFFERENCE  :  630890 


I  -  i  2 
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DOCUMENT  111 


GREAT  FALLS  CITY-COUNTY  PLANNING  BOARD 

SERVING  THE  COUNTY  OF  CASCADE  AND  CITYOFCREAT  PALLS.  MONTANA 


lingual  III  14A7 


Lt.  Col .  P«t«(  Uolah 
APRCK.BNS/OEV 

Norton  Are,  Collfornlo  4240H>6itAS 


Dost  Lt.  Col.  Wolah: 


Thank  you  toe  th«  opportunity  to  rawlav  ani  to  provida  eoanantt  on  tha  Draft 
CtwlrocMaantal  Inpact  StatoMnt  (DEIS)  tor  tha  Sa«ll  tntarcontlnantal  BailiatU 
Hiaaila  (ICMI)  at  Nalaatroa  Alt  Porca  Baaa,  Nonuna. 


In  raaponaa  to  tha  Dapartaant  of  tha  Air  Porca  ra^uoat,  tha  Croat  falla  City* 
County  Planning  Board  haraln  proaUaa  tha  folloulnt  obaarvationa  and  cosMnta. 


Tha  Board  concancratad  tta  rawlaw  of  tha  DEIS  to  thoaa  anrtrofaaanul  alaMonta 
which  tha  Board  la  althar  dlractly  or  lodlractly  Iwolwad,  priaarlly  acononlc 
baaa,  danoBtaphlca,  tranaporcation,  and  land  uaa. 


In  taoaral ,  tha  Board  la  in  atraaMnt  with  tha  Inpact  evaluation  praaancad  In 
tha  OEIS  which  racoBniaaa  that  low  to  nodarata  iaipaett,  aa  wall  aa  banaflclal 
affacca,  ara  antlelpatad  for  acononlc  baaa,  daawaraphlca,  and  land  uaa  otaMflts 
during  both  tha  conatructlon  and  opacation  phaaaa  of  tha  ICBH  profraa. 


Of  tha  four  anylronManUl  alananta  rarlawad.  It  appaara  tha  aoat  al«alfteaftt 
Inpactt  will  ba  on  tha  tranaportatlon  ayataa  for  tha  Graat  Palla  araa.  Tha 
DEIS  acknowladgaa  that  lawala  of  aarvlea  on  a«raral  roadway  aataanta  will  ba 
tapactad  dua  to  additional  vahiela  tripa  during  paak  partoda  by  prograa 
paraonnal  raalding  off*baaa.  Tha  dagraa  of  lapaet  would  dapand  on  tha  houalng 
option  aalactod.  AaaxMlng  tha  Propoaad  Action  with  Houalng  Option  Hi  wara 
aalactad.  lawal  of  aarrlca  raductlona  would  ba  aaparlancod  on  aavaral  roadway 
■  agnanta,  lodudtctg  Dth  Straat  North,  klwar  Orlwa,  2nd  Avanua  North.  Mth 
Straat  South,  and  lOth  Avanua  South. 


«  I  It  claarly  appaara  that  an  eatanalva  analyala  waa  conducrad  to  dacaraina  taval 
*  \  of  aarvlea  tnpacta  on  tha  Graat  Palla  araa  acraat  ayatan.  Howavar,  tha  Board 


CTVIC  CENTEB.PO  BCK  SOSl.GREAT  FALLS.MT  59103-5021  MOe)727-58«l 


DOCUMENT  m 


Lt.  Col.  Pa  tar  Walah 
Norton  APB,  Collfornla 


la  coBcarnad  that  tha  DEIS  lacka  any  apaclfu  nltlgatlon  naaauraa  which  couM 
ba  laplanantad  to  oddraaa  apoclflcally  inpactad  roadway  aagMnta.  Tha 
pocaficlal  ■Ittgatlon  naaauraj  praaantad  oo  Page  4>136  of  tha  DEIS  ara  vary 
broad  and  ganaral . 


Tha  Board  auggaata  that  apaclflcally  daflnad  nltlgatlan  naaauraa  ba  prorljad  In 
tha  final  atwlronaMnLal  Upact  atataMnt  to  addraat  Idantlflad  tranaporUtion 
Inpacta  on  tha  Crat  Falla  araa  atreat  ayataa.  It  la  felt  that  local  and  atata 
aganelaa  and  cnaalttaae  Imolvad  In  tranaportatlon  plaonli^  for  tha  Croat  Palla 
araa  can  work  with  tha  Dapartaant  of  Datanaa  in  aaahlng  cutraot  projacta  ai^ 
lap;ovaaaata  propoaad  for  tha  Craat  Palla  area  with  thoaa  tranajkortatlon 
aaaauraa  and  laprawaaanu  naodad  to  altlgota  tho  Inpacta  of  tha  ICBN  Progrw. 

A  battat  undarauodlng  of  tha  apaclflc  type  of  laprovaawot  that  would  ba  oaadad 
on  roadwaya  inpactad  by  the  progru  would  atgntfteanUy  aid  (n  chla  affori. 


If  you  hMO  any  quaatlona,  plaaM  odvlat. 


Thonaa  N.  Dlnka 
Praaldtnt,  Planning  Board 
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DOCUMENT  1i: 


August  16,  1987 

Dddr  Lieutenant  Colonel  walsn, 


CATHERINE  E.  WILKERSON.  M  D 

BOOW  Piaimum 
Butlo.  Montana  MTDi 


1  dffl  writing  lo  e*oress  my  serious  concern  as  i  cit'ien  Montana  about  the  proposed 
missile  sites.  I  attended  and  spoke  at  the  hearing  held  in  Helena,  and  I  am  so  uPset 
at  the  idea  of  these  missile  sues  bemg  allowed  to  be  constructed  »n  Montana.  I  have 
read  quite  a  bit  of  the  information  as  well  as  looked  at  the  maos  for  their  locations, 
and  [  am  flabergasted  at  the  enormous  impact  that  this  oroject  would  have  on  Montana. 


1  know  that  you  in  the  military  are  totally  bent  on  doing  it.  and  this  letter  probably 
won't  make  any  difference  at  all.  But  I  think  it  is  only  fair  that  you  step  out  of 
your  warfare  attitude  if  only  for  a  minute,  and  listen  to  the  people  of  Montana  who 
are  pleading  with  you  m  their  various  ways,  albeit  some  of  those  attitudes  probably 
sound  harsh,  and  angry.  This  anger  is  only  a  product  of  Our  awareness  of  the  impacts 
U  will  have,  and  anger  comes  Out  of  fear  saddness  and  love  for  our  state. 


IT.  .  Pete*,  k'atih 

Afda  -  B«s  wv 

V.'ifrn  AIR.  iai<f.-*.n<a 


1  can  not  understand  why  this  has  to  even  be  considered  when  Montanans 
of  the  beauty  and  spaceousness  that  we  have  and  cherish.  I  know  (hat 
because  of  the  population  ratio.  Person  to  square  mileage  being  so  low. 
all  (he  more  reason  to  save  some  country  like  this,  also  for  others  in 
coming  here  more  and  more  to  our  beautiful  Montana.  I  appreciated  the 
a  couple  of  minutes  at  the  hearing. . .and  it  did  feel  quite  humbling  to 
for  the  first  time  in  my  life,  begging  for  you  to  not  Put  the  missiles 
that  is  what  I  am  doirg  now.  begging.  There  are  many  of  us  who  live  in 
U  here  with  all  of  our  hearts.  If  yOu  have  feU  that  way  about  ceriai 
lUe.  than  maybe  you  too.  have  been  reduced  to  beq-ginq  to  try  and  save 


live  here  because 
t  fs  considered 
But  that  is 
America,  who  are 
chance  to  talk  for 
be  on  a  microphone 
in  Montana.  And 
Montana  who  love 
1  things  in  your 
something  that  you 


The  P*.Ast  trvi'i.-nmvnfat  Impact  Statemc’nt  V'"  fhv  .Smaci'  Irt,  iv'.’rf<n.'rtai  i 
at  Uacmatirw  AfB.  M.-nfana,  *n  nrrd  .  ^  .'•t  oi'cstc-'S' »:  mtk 

tcja*!!  tf  the  <(\-Pfiv<ng  <astiai: 


have  watened  juSt  various  small  construction,  highway,  etc.  jobs  being  done  all  of  my 
life  and  after  what  I  have  read  and  seen  at  the  hearing.  J  know  that  the  impacts  from 
this  project  wU’  be  enormous,  maybe  not  to  the  eyes  of  the  •nilUary.  but  to  the  s'yes  of 
Montanans,  they  will  be. 


a  Hill 
1 


til,'*-.’  «s  r,.'  anatw»<s  ri  the  oispcfi 
w,-«ta»u.  Ph.'  United  5tatps  an.t  th?  , 

"•••  Trnfsiif  4*«\  ii.’iwi'ntai  tm»Ai,-tj  . 
••’I’Tatv.'M  ."t  fhi'  /  jrBW."  r.  dil.-fY 

an  anatuSss  *  .if t  “‘.eoAOnab/^ 
•  mpa.'tj  the  humar  i. uncnt, 

.'.•H5,’y.«v’nre,  eo'n  *»'  thri*.  > ‘..  (•afutitu 


■  flS  <.i 

It!  <• invert  ,irt 


f  rvi'-'m-crr. 
iht  1 ' . 


The  fact  it  will  also  make  us  probably  The  •!  target  m  (he  event  of  an  attack,  ’s  also 
someth’fig  which  many  ot  us  are  so  afraid  of.  I'm  sure  we  will  br  understood  on  that 
PO’ot.  ho  one  wants  to  die  unnecr-ssanly. 


When  a  person  asks  for  an  '•■p 
and  f  see  (he  best  aiternati 
m  Montana. 


nion  or  ^Orment  thr’y  generally  would  like  an  alternative, 
p  as  to  not  put  these  missiles  anywhere,  but  especially  not 


[  Beg  yOu  to  c'ease  i 
Montana,  who  ".ay  not 
are  proposing  to  do. 


0*  rriycel* 
red  and  sc 


,  and  all  r,l  my  friends  *n 
»ri-d  at  what  If  is  th.il  you 


Grrtchen  ui.j,iri 
f’lj  9th  Avenue 
Helena.  MT  59601 


•Iro.suU'  the  Smaif  1C8M  «4  i  k.iumu  .i  f; 
.'.'Sts  u  hasd.’rtcd  muitaiw  tai.ifti  n',th. 

•'  Such  Cv'unf.’hC.  w'pai'.'ns  ircscaivs  th. 
T,*4;t<tant  vncTi’aa.'./  .-r  c.'w;s»fi’Sa. 

•'..mar  de  ••<}«.- n  "army  di.Scra  ■»  st 

iikeiu. 


tk,' 


j.Jrnt  i.'ut-l 


■.itaa  fs.  •'ks  -  ,1.'. 
w  «‘«fhes  th.-  U.S.  .s  fh.’  U.: 

that  -an  af-'idenfaf  taun.-h  . 
«■  »vaiv-n'  rii/ 


I  <  na  t 


Ml  d.i.' fear '  •  -.lyahi  i  <  t»» 

as  >  rd  jrd  .■.-rts.’i 

.isi-riK.i  "  Up.  jk.utd  the 
4*1. -uid  .in  uiM'ifl!  •*<  .e.l  (a. 
iit  -np  .  s  th.'i,5 .m.i-s  tl^ 


s.-. 


..•t  ii&M’s  fa*..i.-t.-.}  . 


I,  . 


•  I  IS  Sh 
-if  t.r».- 
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fh^  Cha^iP«a»’'»  aurf  Cheim'bul  meitdiwn. 

3iTl^f  Mik  hu/wn  eTTuA,  wii<ch  accuurifj  xKitf  mafiii  un-aponA  and  ipact 

'^CKta-xes.  <i  J<im<iied  <n  <'/»*  pizxj^xapk  <•/!  /fn‘  *’nO*e  IIS,  ieefton 
fhp  Peusjnnt^  PiiyAOw.  P»’<<i'<i'nc<P4  <«  PKP 

ate  addxeitid  in  JelaH  in  iKe  af Cached  dna^i^m  t>u  Hvxbfif  Abnami,  M.O. 

1  I  v’<  nucteax  fxchange  ate  a  i-a^<d  atea  .i-i  cncetH  i^i-t  ^he  !IS  4o 

*  I  addteii,  bccaiiie  ni.'  mattvA  hM  untxbt/i^,  <(  <4  ti.-/  4jiifi(.'444i>^e. 


1  I  v’<  nucteax  fxchange  ate  a  i-a^<d  atea  .i-i  cncetH  i^i-t  ^he  !IS  4o 

*  I  addteii,  becaiiie  ni.'  maffe.t  hM  untxbeig,  <(  <4  ti.-/  4jiifi(.'444i>^e. 

2  I  The  expii'Uve  piwet  uih<eh  at'ufd  be  auned  af  Montana  uhnifd  be  at  teoAt  400 
megafeni.  equ<\CL(ent  te  50,000  Htii'4ho»ia  bi'mb4.  ptobab/y  nuiuf  mate. 
Acci'td<rtii  to  the  /aTe4f  temtT  b<4  FtMA.  e(l((ecf4  <•«  M.-rtMua  i-it  ei-en  a 


I  Acci'tdirtc}  to  the  <a<e4f  tepctT  by  FtMA,  eji^ecfA  <•«  M.-R^a«ia  c({  ei-en  a 
I  t'<j*t<Ted  ej^h^Ryc  M-iUd  be  cata4Fti‘pt*<c.  Th<4  eou/d  .rcfat  tn  <he 

1  abience  <'rtfetcertb<nenCaF  nuc^eat  loaa. 

Ii'<’b4riy  a(  Ca4cade  CeunTy  atenf.  xt6'  i2,000  nen,  uMinett  and  chxtdnen  uicutd  be 
iub;ected  to  maane  expionom,  ufetptejjutej  jteatet  Than  fO  PSl.  and 
u.'4ndj  .'I’et  oOO  "tl'ei  an  hi'ut.  Jlacb  b/a4T4  ptcduce  tup-fated  fufty4.  ikutt 
<tairfute».  faeetaf4i.-rt4,  hemrXAhage  and  othex  fefttof  4fijut4e4.  Mu»tdted4 
uvu<d  be  <rt4fartf^y  i'ar*'t4;ed  by  fejupeiafutes  heffet  fJian  fhe  4un.  Many 
fh.’uiands  uvufd  iu^^et  fhttd  deytee  bat»u  iti-*  4upe.i^.4tei  whtch  oh'ufd  enAue. 
Fhi’ie  <ri  »be£fet4  Moutd  be  ufhgxxated  ox  xnctnexated. 

Padxatxon  xouid  exceed  l'>,000  R  and  uoutd  extend  4H  ptojnet  bundtedA 
m4/e4,  <v-tct«y  '*i4£f<rri4  i'<  dLU’iU'4 rtdeti  *nfu  4beffet4,  Aubfecfed  to  »ei'*te 
beaffh  tijt*,  4Refud<rty  ep4dem<c4  d44ea4es  ncf  rti.>tjiia££y  <$aced.  Sbelfet 
<nhab4faiif4  u'l'ufd  be  4u4cepf<b£e  (o  Aucb  dev<aAfaf<Ry  dxieoAei  at  piague, 
dysienfety  and  tubexcaiom.  Jtmunxtt/  u’ouFd  be  <mpa<xed  and  med<cat  cate 
a’oatd  be  fatyeFy  xnaccembte. 

Jhae  uiho  Autvcee  4n<f4.a£  bfaAf  and  fhetMof  ejfjecfA  kucU  d<e  t>vet  a  <(eu’  day4 
on  uieebi  tadtafcert  44cbRei4,  and  the  txngexxng  ej^ecfA  cf,  btaat  and  botn 


I  II.  The  £IS  doei  not  addteAA  the  exhonbx.t^nt  cott  vi  Uxdgetman  and  <f4  e^jecfA 
I  on  Uantana  taxpagtoi.  With  a  poAcetag  appnoachxng  SSO  bUtion,  it  -a 

'  xMpeAatAoe  that  Montanana  be  cni^otwed  c{  the  cat  xn  taiet  oven  the  donation 

oi  fb<A  pnofect. 


StncMety, 


CafIteAcite  Uctbeuon,  u.V. 

Uittiom  M.  UlclkeKivn.  U.V. 

Phufuaaiu  ji>t  SocioX  Re^pcnubctity 
lOi^  W.  Ptatinian 
Suite.  MT  ^9701 


NOTE:  Article  entitled  "Sources  of  Human  Instability  in  the  Handling 
of  Nuclear  Weapons”  by  Herbert  L.  Abrams,  M.D.,  Stanford 
University  was  submitted  with  this  letter. 


Tbete  Mould  be  fetA  o^  fbcu4aild4  uj  dead  ct  4.fijated  people,  naging  iuien  and 
fefhoF  tadcaften.  Thete  wi-tifd  be  nc  medtcaf  be-Fp.  niif  eve«  pa<R  bitlena  and 
bandagei,  n4>  uMfet.  <eod.  ptuvt  ct  beaf. 

It  <4  unFcfeeFy  fhaf  anyone  4n  Cascade  Ccuntu  would  sotvii’e.  The  4ame  uwuFd 
be  ftue  ^ft  I'l'Ct  '5PI  Mi'rifana's  tP4<denf4. 

CaAcade  County  wcoFd  tematw  un-cnbab^fabFe  ^et  decades,  petbapA  ccnfatceA. 
a’4fh  tttevetAabFe  e^jecfA  <'«  fhe  ecoAyAfem.  Fxm  Aucb  an  etebanye,  /••ng  fetm 
cliinatologicat  e<i<ecfA  wcuFd  impact  the  entixe  ptanet,  a'cfb  xeiultant  wide- 
Aptead  ^aj'i4Re,  cancex  and  ^jenefcc  damage. 

TbeAe  ate  fhe  uFfowafe  ertv<.te»werfaF  e^<(ecfA  f'j  «ucFeat  weapom.  They 
cannot  and  moAf  itcf  be  fi’etFccted  when  aAAeiAoty  Fbe  eiH'ttoRmenFaF  cmpacf 
c'<  MidyeFWait.  Fbe  eety  i<acf  fbaf  fb<A  cafaAfti'pbe  could  eccut  dut<ny 
"neimF  peacefcme  i'.oe.taf4i'riA”  <a  fbe  Aoutce  v-^  cut  pet<.f. 
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PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICB.M  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  Montana 


Hearing  Location 


.^'Ck  -  C-A  -  -  ■  A . \ . . 

Organiiation:  (^l  a^4-  CLouM^t  tinCtinalear<,  CsaA'/zi^J  .  _ _ 

Mailing  Addresss  _  P  ^39^  lOtb 

tf^U-wsAM  .5f5&ay  . 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

public  Oesignaled  Representative  Private 

Official  of  Private  Organization  Citizen 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  vertMl  comments. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  yf 

Check  here  rf  you  wish  to  receive  en  EIS.  _  Draft  4^^  ina; 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  ail  that  apply): 

Air  Force  Policy  _ Recreation 

System  Requirements  Visual  Resources 

Employment  _  Cultural  Resources 

Housing  Native  American  Resources 

Folucation  Biological  Resources 

Public  Services  Air  Quality 

Public  Finance  Noise 

Utilities  Water  Resources 

I — ^  Transportation  Geology  and  Soils 

l.and  Use  ”t?afety 

Other  (please  specifs) 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  a*  requested  hv  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  FIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  cither  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever.  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

IieCwaan  the  text  under  Section  4«6*2  end  the  information  of  Figure 
there  la  a  discrepancy;  the  text  indicatea  fflodarate  ahort- 
dufatioh  impacts  to  aquatic  'ha'bllirapwKITe  ~tlia  figure  or  'cfiafC^  says 
that  there  will  be  nei^ligible  impacta*  ';n  page  it  la  stated 

that  a  total  of  187  acres  of  big  game  severe  wintering  habitat  will  be 
I  permanently  removed;  I  submit  thst  removsl  of  any  amount  la  unacceptable. 

I  Under  Section  4. 8*2.4  it  la  stated  that  a  radancry~  retiuni  daUVSway 

I  should  not  rtquira  further  aodlfication  for  the  prograwi_il\a.t  i.8  the 
I  baais  for  such  an  assumption,  particularly  regardi^  a  243jb6o  lb.  unit? 

I  Additionally  under  tn#  saire  secti.  n,  whi*'  'S  Ti  c  .  j-;  i*tJ>  used  Tor 
I  ffeiSfallilft/?  that  Sensitive  habitats  are  "distaht’^' fPom  ?6n¥lrircXion  areas? 


lyi-T  isf’^sy 


Recrestion 
Visual  Resources 
Cultural  Resources 
Native  American  Resourc 
Biological  Resources 
Air  Quality 
Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
"Ttafety 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statemeni(s)  Attached 

AFRCEHMS/DEV  Yes  No 

Norton  Air  Force  Rase,  ral’fornia  92409  SA49 
•Filling  out  this  form  is  no!  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  vou  for  your  cooperation. 


Additional  Comments:  PlDfilly  UQdar  Saet.lpn_^.4>2^^4  there  lt...tha  aaaoap* 
tiOD  that  ”.«.concarn  by_oatural  raabufea  ■aeagara..»la  albo  axpactad 
to'ba  Iow**;'ay  4«*»tibn  lal'baVa' you  botHarsTtb' ask  thaaa  iaaagaf? 
tWdbr  SaclioD  liTFeTTX  would  appfacrata  'a  rortnngnt  blaJMfltalion  of 


I  ”... which  fducwB  the  opportunity  to  avoid  iapaeta  at  the  laubch  faelll- 
tlaa  through  hits  aalactlon.” _ 

A  aaJoK  concani  which  T  bava, which  wah  elrcuavt^aa  the  public 

tha-road  haaar^‘jrw»wnttd_tQ^jQtPfliti_bj  j_gfe3.^CK»  unit  on  the  roads 
uf  KoDtaBS  during  a  bllaward,  black  lea  on  the  highwaya,  apriag  breakup 
of  wad  eurfaeaa,  wban  gravel  roads  do  not  racaiva  ainlnuai  oaeassary 
■alhialDing, ~ate.~,~aXc.  Nona  oT  thaaa  things  ware  adU^aaaa  in  the 
iimitad  number  of" acanarlPB  adVMcad.  and  1  am  aura  there "ya  auch  aora 
highly  probable  accident  atatietica  for  a  ranch  wife  with  5  Rida  in 
a  picltup  truck  being  aaaarad  over  the  landac'apa  bylSaTractbr/Iaunchar 
wwjiwhly  fnr  Xmmkmgn  nf  liquid  pwopwnwq^  frcM  an  alr> 

craft  eolllBlon  with  the  aaaa  unit.  I  aa  eonvincad  that  the  Air  Force 
does  not  care  fo^  the  avaraga  In^yldual  driving  Hontana*a  back  roads. 

K  i#  ay^  parabnal  axpwrianca  on  Labor  Day  waakan?  ofT^fto  tnat  tna 
lly  wwough  fow  Sf  nww  wlvn  to  mwiiwvwe  2  swvaralv 

iDiurad  alraan  and  a  dapandaat  froa  Cut  Bank  to  G^at  Falla,  ataaalng 
froa  a  aotor  vahlel#  accident  while  they  war#  on  thair  way  to  tna 
racraaf ionil ~fael lily Tocatad  on  5l,Tary'e  taka  near  biaeiar  nark. 

••Wa  have  suckled  too  long  at  the  bitter,  unsatisfying  nuclear  breast.'* 

DATA  REQUIRED  BY  THE  PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
(5  U.S.C  552x1 

1.  Authority 

33  U.S.C  SS5S7a.  557b.  597.  709a 

2.  Principal  Purpose 

Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  sending  brochures  and  other  data 
concerning  the  projecl  to  those  who  might  be  interested. 

3.  Routine  Uses 

A.  Information  is  forwarded  to  Federal.  State,  and  local  agencies,  and  Congressmen, 
n.  Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  other  projects  in  which  the  person 
supplying  the  information  might  have  an  interest, 
r.  information  is  compiled  in  a  Record  of  Public  Meeting  and  made  available  to  the  public. 

D.  Names  of  people  and  their  comments  during  the  public  meeting  are  published  in  project 
reports. 

4.  Mandatory  or  Voluntary  Disclosure  and  Effect  on  Individual  Not  Providing  Information 

Voluntary  -  Failure  to  provide  the  information  requested  could  result  in  failure  to  receive 
brochures  and  notification  of  further  developments. 
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t'Uli 
MhI  msl 

.  *  f  K'  . 


HKAKINC  CDMMJ  NT  MIKkT  * 
SiTiHlI  UTiM  J’r 


<)n(ani/atit>n: 


PuOln' 

Off'.-iSi 

Thpek  Iwre  if  yo' 
Chpi-ti  here  if  vd 
ChpcK  ^ere  if  yo' 
Cfioffc  >yere  if  yO' 


i 

/t,-  ^  AO,  M  T/</Y  •*  4  '.W  4  ) 


l)«'Mgnatp(l  KpprpspntatiMp 
of  Privalp  Organization 
wish  to  ask  a  qupstic)n  during  the  hearing, 
iwish  to  offer  verbal  comments, 
wish  to  submit  a  written  slutemont. 
wj.sh  ’o  receive  an  KJS.  Oraft 


Private 

Ciii/en 


•Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


r  For 


*  Policy 


System  Requirements 
Kmployment 
Housing 
Kducation 
Public  Services 
Public  V'mancc 
Utilities 

Transportation 
band  Use  Satd 

Other  (please  specify! 

s  sheet  as  rcque.sted  by  the  hearing  officer, 


Recreation 
Visual  Resources 
Cultural  Hesouroe.s 
Native  American  Resources 
Hinlngical  Resource.s 
Air  Quality 

Water  Resources 
Oeology  and  Siils 


Please  turn  ii 

Written  comments  will  he  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  FIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  .4lso  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21.  1987  and  mailed  to  the 


AFHCK  BMS/OKV 
Norton  .Air  Force  Rase,  f'a 


iforniK  92-109  6448 


•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommemled.  The  hearing  offieer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  commen!  sheets  before  reeegni/ing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  voiir  cooperation. 
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Additional  <"o(fiments; 

-  /“Zi  .  .t  y  Ji.d  -../I  A 

■ .. —  ^ 

<-«  ■*  jU-0.-  L.  .ft» 

m'u*  ^  ^  ^  /  4^^  .SShA-V^  A' 


nailing  lists  for  sending  brochures  and  other  data 
might  be  interested. 


l>AT,‘i  .4EI^UJRFf>  BY  THK  PHIVACY  ArT  OF  1974 
(5  U.S.C  &S2b) 

Auihorilv 

33  U.S.C  5S557a,  S57b.  597.  709a 

Principal  Purpose 

Information  is  used  to  compile 
concerning  the  project  to  those  whi 

Routine  Uses 

A.  Information  is  forwarded  in  Federal,  State,  and  local  agendo,  and  Congressmen. 

H.  Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  other  projects  in  which  the  person 
supplying  the  information  might  have  an  interest, 
r.  Information  is  c.>mpiled  in  a  Record  of  Public  Meeting  and  male  available  to  the  public. 

I>.  Names  of  pcop,c  ard  their  comments  during  the  public  meeting  are  published  in  project 
reports. 

Mandatory  of  Voluntary  Disclosure  and  rffect  on  (ndividu?  Not  Providing  Information 

Voluntary  -  Failure  to  provide  the  information  requested  could  result  in  failure  to  receive 
brochures  and  notification  of  further  developments. 
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PUHI.ir  IIKARINC  rtlMMt’NT  SMKt'T  • 
Small  iCHM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  Montana 


A ,  y,. 


Hearing  Location 

Name;  ^ 

Ofganijatiofl!  ^ 

Mailing  .Addres.s:  f*  '  r‘  -*<  /  /*><'.  p/. 

Check  tne  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Heprescntativc 

Officinl  nf  Private  Organr/afion 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Cheek  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  s  written  statement,  t-'' 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  FIS.  Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (checi'  all  that  apply): 

Alt  Fnrce  Policy  Rem 

System  Requirei 
Kmploymenf 
HoiLsing 


'■‘V 


.T 


Fdocation 
Public  Services 
Public  Finance 
I'tiiific.s 


Visua.  Resources 
Cultural  Resources 
Native  Americiin  Resoo 
Hiniogicai  Resources 
Air  (Jualitv 


Additional  Comment-Si 
( 


U  Comment-s;  rf  ^'  y  ’jf  *  L  ‘  *  '  *  *  •* 

^ '.A  •  j  .vi'.y  .. ^  iw  V  ■» 

..  -c  /.t  r  rc 

Ac  ■  '<1^  et  '  *»t.  •  i  ^  .  V..'  •'  -y  '  ^  *•’ 


Resources 
ogv  and  Ssuls 


Tr8nsp<’rtation 
Land  Use  Safety 

Other  (please  spccifvl 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  bv  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  c  onsidered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  FIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  .space  provided  below  or  m  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  ma\  also  be  submitted  m  a  iCtter  or  other  formal;  bow- 
eve-.  C'.mments  must  be  siihmiHed  no  later  ihae.  August  21,  1947  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below.  ^  ,  r'  • 


■yl--.  .1  ,  ■  r-  --r-  C:-f_  -  .■/- 

.lCv  W-  '  i-'-  y'J.  -c  -■  e..'-;,  '  .-/.e 

jC:r^f  -  .4ii-  '  .  ■.../  X.--  .r.  ;  .  x 

_  y’  ,  -♦  -  ♦ 

J  .r  u4»-'  i  yrv.tC.  . _ _ 

X--.'.  c.>-  •  a  - - -  y-J 

<y  -t-x  -•  X-  ■ 

■-  ‘-'  ■r-'  '  • 

-.-xy:  . 

*.  V-'  «  s.iV  /  •  »  - 

t 


‘'etc  '.  x 

•  - -  .  V/ 

• 


/:  ' 


, 


.  A 

X^<.' 


d;.  .... 

rt.  •  ■ 

V/-" 


:  ••  r  J/.  ,y,\  .--X  t-Tt  V.,  -  .  -in 


,/ A..4 


<ry‘  (■ 
x<r\ 


'7- 


^  .-X, 


..  .e  ''P*  e 

•  u.  -V. 


.  7  .  -'< 


•  .J^ra^v 


DATA  RFgiTRFD  HY  THK  PRIVACY  ACT  tlF  1974 
(5  U.S.C  552a) 


Principal  Purpose 

Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  hsls  for  sending  brochures  and  other  data 
concerning  the  project  to  those  who  might  be  interested. 

Routine  Uses 

A.  Information  is  forwarded  to  Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies,  and  Congrewmen. 

B.  Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  other  projects  in  which  the  person 
supplying  the  information  might  have  an  interest. 

C.  Information  is  compilrd  in  a  Record  of  Public  Meeti-g  and  made  available  to  the  public. 

D.  Names  of  peuple  and  their  comments  during  the  public  meeting  are  published  in  project 
reports, 

Man-latorv  or  Voluntary  Disclosure  and  rffecr  on  Individual  Not  Prov.-d-ng  Infer  laticm 

Voluntary  -  Failure  to  provide  the  mformatior  requested  could  result  in  fai'  ire  to  receive 
brochure*  and  notification  of  further  developments. 


Oircc'tor  of  Fovirnr-mcrtiii  Planning 
AFRCK  HMh/|)l  V 

N  ,r»..r  ,Air  |''>rcc  Base.  C a(-fiirnia  92409  6448 


Ntalementls)  Attached 
Yea  No 


out  tlTS  for 

s  who  did  no 


I  IS  not  required,  bu’  it  is  recr 
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PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Smill  ICBM  Profram 
Milfflstroffi  Air  Force  Base.  Montana 


Hearinf  Location 


0.1.  i-J/  i> 


Organitation: _ 

MailirM  Address: 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

PuDItr  Designated  Representative 

Ofricial _  of  Private  Organization _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft 


Private  ^ 
Citizen  X 


Area  of  question  or  comment  {check  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 
System  Requirements 
Employment 
Housing 
Education 
Public  Services 
Public  Finance 
^  Utilities 
Transportation 
Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify)^ 


_ Recreation 

_  Visual  Resources 

_  Cultural  Resources 

_ _ Native  American  Resources 

_ Biological  Resources 

_ Air  Quality 

_  _  Noise 

Water  Resources 

_ Geology  and  Soils 

_  Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EtS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  ;jbmit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how' 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  19g7  and  mailed  to  the 


^  F C  E~  '  SfDS  /  0£-  U  \J  ^ 

^  f  -  •  y-F.  '  i  ^  '  J  O 

ih£/ 

** — „>•»»»■  «■  -.—V*  . 

LJx~-  Mo  ^ 

-a-C— 


.  -  _ ^ 


-C-^  •f'ioc 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Staiement(s)  Attached 

AFRCE-B.MS/DEV  _  Yes  _ No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-6441 
'Filling  out  this  form  is  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  wtM  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 
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August  19,  1987 
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August  19.  1987 


Lt.  Col.  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  AFB.  CA  92409-6448 

Dear  Lt.  Col.  Walsh: 

The  Plontana  Power  Company  (KPC)  appreciates  the  opportunity 
to  comment  on  the  Draft  environmental  Impact  Statement  (OEISf 
for  the  Small  Intercontinental  Ballistic  Missile  Project  at 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  Montana. 

We  wish  to  make  the  following  comments,  which  are  based  upon 
the  assumption  that  the  existing  Hinuteman  missiles  and  the 
proposed  Migetman  missiles  will  be  simultaneously  staged  at 
the  existing  launch  facilities. 

Page  3-51  -  Figure  3. 2. 3-2,  Electric  Utility  service  Areas  in 
the  Region  of  Influence 

Figure  3. 2. 3-2  incorrectly  depicts  the  service  areas  within 
the  region  of  influence.  MFC's  service  area  includes 
portions  of  Flights  f.  G,  K  and  T.  The  corrected  NPC  service 
areas  are  depicted  in  red  on  the  revised  figure  (attached). 

In  addition  to  these  changes,  the  service  area  for  the  Sun 
River  Electric  Cooperative  has  been  revised  on  the  attached 
figure  to  show  its  current  southernmost  boundary. 

Page  4-100  -  Section  4. 2. 2. 4,  Energy  Utilities 

This  section  does  not  address  the  impact  on  MFC  for  the 
increased  load  at  the  launch  facilities  separately  from  the 
increased  load  af  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  Thus,  it  is 
difficult  to  determine  the  independent  load  additions  at  the 
launch  facilities  versus  those  at  Malmstron.  Additionally, 
the  Proposed  Action  appears  to  impact  approximately  46  launch 
facilities  serviced  by  NPC;  this  would  be  about  4.6  NW  of 
load,  which  could  have  a  considerable  impact  on  the 
distribution  network  serving  the  launch  facilities. 


Page  4-107  -  Section  4. 2. 3. 4,  Energy  Utilities 

Thia  section  addresses  the  combined  Nalmstxom  and  launch 
facility  loads  as  does  Section  4. 2. 2. 4.  The  paragraphs  for 
Altemstives  1  and  2  provide  totel  load  increases  for  MFC, 
whereas  the  paragraph  for  Alternative  3  does  not.  The 
Proposed  Action  and  the  three  Alternatives  dep^t  different 
scenarios  of  deployed  missiles  and  housing  options  which  can 
greatly  influence  the  total  load  for  MFC. 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  the  DEIS. 


D.  H.  Sptagtre.  Manager 
Environmental  Department 
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United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 


BUREAU  OP  RBOLAMATION 
MUeoert  Beits  Begioe 

p.o.  a»s  sseoo 

■  Hliiit.  fttlOT-6900 


U  ■  Col.  ('ct«r  W«lih 

Am'E-BMS/OEV 

Norton  Ar»,  Ca  S2409-64A8 

D««r  Colonel  Waleh. 


A*  rc^ueaced,  v*  have  reviewed  your  Draft  Envlrortaentel  lepect  Stetcaeni  (DEIS) 
for  the  SmII  Intercontinental  Balltacic  Hlaail*  {SlBHl  at  Melaatro*  Air  Forre 
Baae,  Montana. 


1 


2 


Our  review  ahowt  that  the  propoaed  ■laaile  deployieent  area  northwest  of 
Creat  Fails  Includes  the  area  cncoapaeacd  hy  the  Bureau  of  SaclaswtiOR'a 
Sun  River  Project.  This  Project  is  cosiposed  of  the  Crecnflelds  and  Fort  Shaw 
Irrigation  Districts.  It  la  likely  that  developsaent  and  opcratiort  of  your 
propoaal  could  affect  thla  Project.  Although  we  know  that  exlatlng  ainurewan 
siloa  are  nearby  our  facllltlcc,  the  rather  general  nature  of  the  DEIS  precludes 
our  ability  Co  Identify  lApacCs  except  In  general  terae.  (n  thia  regard, 
our  greateac  concern  it  the  poaaible  ditruptlon  of  our  Irrigation  water  delivery 
facllitlea  (cana'a  and  laccrali)  which  are  operational  between  April  IS  and 
October  IS  of  each  year.  Any  conatructlon  or  aubtequent  operation  of  the 
propoaed  nitaile  tyatea  needa  to  bo  conducted  lo  as  to  avoid  any  ditrupcion 
of  water  supply  to  the  Irrigated  croplande.  In  particular,  we  cnvlalon  probleas 
with  Hard  Mobile  Launcher  training  opcratlona  during  off'road  aaneuvera. 

The  total  weight  of  these  launcher"  la  210,000  pounda  with  18,000  pounds  per 
axle  load.  These  loads,  which  surely  exceed  Che  weight  capacity  of  all  ranal 
bridges  in  the  area,  arc  likely  to  collapse  the  bridges. 

Should  the  S18M  prograia  be  lapleacnted,  an  early  swctlng  between  the  Air  Force, 
Bureau  of  Reeiasution  and  the  two  affected  dlaCrlcta  would  be  necessary. 

This  aeettnR  would  specifically  Identify  facilities  and  lands  isipactcd  and 
develop  a  work  p.  n  for  carrying  out  construction  and  operations  In  ihe  area. 


Conatructlon  apcclf Uatlons  and  a  ciMtable  avoiding  the  irrigation  period 
between  April  IS  and  October  IS  would  be  jointly  developed. 

We  appreciate  the  opportualcy  to  cooMot  on  your  DEIS,  and  encourage  you  to 
s«ork  closely  with  us  in  the  event  your  REFA/plenning  ectivltca  reeult  in  loplc* 
■coClng  the  proposal. 


cc:  Conaiasloner,  Attention:  ISO 


DOCUMENT  124 


DOCUMENT  i; 


rc/k.0 


./f  i 

OCrK/iTUinLi 


'■■'i  I  '/fi  /Ji.O 

7<fv  /kc  drad  l/’nx 

U.  blL,  ploLC')^ 

('Cyyi/jt  / (id.  .  A?  un I  it  ryx  y  C feh 

j\c(  ViiL  '.Sft/'nu 

puiL-tu  -in.ihx.lCyirrKl/xhJ 

Cl  nx..  ana.-Y.3t  (it  /-V'Jok.; 

C/  Aa^J  U'TUii'f.^Aa fid 

iML/x-yX-tC 

n-x^<iO,  h_.:  ,  UjtuLi. 

jc;  Ak.i  (nxL  cLAi-L'tL^  ZJ 

C u’..  ALndii'a-pCi  / SALIK^  /v> 

ft  it.  mvi  ■  'HiLL3  ny%‘ djyL.  r'^i^ 

C)CadA  'kcLo/'Yjiv  ryuHAydic 

ACL'i  'LL-l'Act  /.d 

d-ai,  urn.  L ctiJd^  rxi .d. 

ftft,  <itu  tH/Li  )  U  •lyAutfjlL-J tOLi^ 
HeSid,-).  /h/Vi  -ti'  Hi.  C‘C) rJ 
A  kS'  V4u.*_  u  (da  ■  d  licu'd  (  u.  b-(d.. 

'  J  'iXiAn^rXi..  n'/L  A  <'(^-  7^7  /  Idfy 

K.U  yl-L-,  .  a,^  UALl  .'U I  A.!  <  n-xetL. 

n  •'/’/‘i,/  .cr  i,  t  :<.ci-xci  (ufL  Zv,./.  //'■ 


U)h,bihoJjJ,  A.t>iiaL  ^pcrfUd  <y. 

OiA/y*^  i(Oy  dSfuddoi  iUu4l_ 
/OiOuJ  3  or  tYt  /id^po  cO>iix-c  yctoo 
hic^L,  CcbOixytU-,  ^iujyy.  CayxyOx^ 
lAJiMf’  b/dlxrx.  cuiA^r'Jci 
dt>  hofipe/y^  iAd  VdU,  ScudAa  d 

rryjo^/lf  (UfyTt-nrt-L^‘?y 
‘ATtrarhxyxju.  .SeJ^ 
dou/ubut  &,ySky 

dxUUjdty  /  tOl-  pxidx.  OCjLX^JLdy^  CrL 
Gh/!  tdxYp  ddb  pOO/Acto  uy/lv'jt 
i-ddi  >'tJ_  :^e-r*JdijL  nAduAnJ 

houAdj  e/  iCTxdufu  cV  cun  cyxsedMad. 
larxd^c/ipt  fhnU)L  h>^ht‘cd<i 

/>?  MiU/  Qdy  SLLuJ'hdAm  'A>  OjLxnpix^ 
'do  attiAc/  tyKtitJdt>ciAx.L3^ 

•hcco  hju  /K  CL  tUx  Cdtix>C 
c^^/Xa  rrX'M.i'7^  ^ na.rxcA-)^ 
hcL*L.  bJU.nL.  1^ Cl  sLiyrx/d  lijdad 
't€> 

iY\cLualPixj  AAl.  /k/Ac/duc/xPy, 

OJ  rrnJbrJL  .  Uja 

dliu  ^  nuiclcii-i. 

c\,  VxU  K/diAid.  CohAd 

cuA  (Jd/yxya^fXL-  /&?  tPu-iyx),^ 


E-120 


EV2-1/125  K  EV2-1/124 


DOCUMENT  124 


DOCUMENT  124 


3 


cL^h  rni'yiUK 

>e  'y‘iu-yUA^ 

l/Xfi-tAfyLrn^/iJi^  c«-tius  U^A  eA.  4jt>a 
U  ^7  ^yx-^  ^Ai.  ^eOA^ 

Ou/v  /7-xJyyiui  hiJo/A- 

h  ciokit  UjAinJ  ,  dju^ _ 

jLfi/Day'iuu.c  d)7 ~Jpod ^cdeAcy^ 
^CUtryn.  ^/yu7  U)Juj  ^7~^ujLA~  ^  xyx^uia^ 
-T/  'ho  iie^  p/ao-cjL  ad  itji/  S^yy~^ 
VIjL  LJ-HriJ  OJ  a.  /yLx^ciuA.  xd&AjLnjfL. 
uOu  AJ-^  acJoAy/iduiVji  j'y%iLukjtfyy~- 
/V  'iiUL^  /dp^td'vv^  '^h-iyyi-tkyui  J,tj~e/ii— 
Itmj,  odtlA.  y-ij^'-oia  y^'h'n/ 
y  (d~yu^x^  Li_y ryAct/  a — ^ 

/U-t-AA  odlrM  ^xy  tOa/W^Aiu-ty ^ 
a:y7lirrc7iALAJ7  A^^pltAo  Joed-  /xadXy-  - 
lO/cLl.  aJ-ye^JrJLi  tXjJe-Mud/-  A 
Jiyyiitusf  nucdt-AAO-XA<iJjLAi^i_.ey£A7ij^ 
'JUniA/yjLA  ^cdyj-e.pTv^  AaotipA  (!pyia/ite>o 
}x>JL.e7>u>^  idx^ 

Ph^iu.  h/VtL.'iiA-A.y-fdAA^JpoU^ 

y/uL  Adui  (UmoucTTty  dJha/  dAj^/AxLAo 

I'hL- dj-'f-oj),'^ yh’  ,  h<)do^^iu/eo(,Jk' 

jyt  (X'ly^  .dv  //Jjl^  -OyL.  7^ 

umzjLi  y  /ochc/TLo  eiO'/see^  dzy)/i^d-’ 


INTENTIONALLY 


tA 

C4 


cllMi MJO •~d'lLu-Cj—  ^tcdt/4_  "  • 

'7kjL  Of-uod/'lao  UyUJioiy jAiie_  /^/xMieK 

^  Cj fCcyi  lx ryd ,x u-alJjia  ViJ  hehCi^ 

<Sij(  -ShJj ttc-io  dv  IaI' 
nruiAC  popaJa/y^  <Lt/x6oi4  oc  ^u^dcL 
ylULre-  ''lo  Jcudy  ddyiL/^/h-O^ArlitAi- 
^Lzca  /k  Tiu  a.^jtft/yxjLM-' , 

lyPA/  A  diat^U  -cdj/u-  .  Ix/j 
Lcaji—  diie  A  £i-o 

Ct—  Qdu^  -co^lA 

Vs6w  d  'dseoz'd  oeoLAjJ^Jca  a-lzd 
TyxJyuey,  ha-ooLe-a  .JxJt/yxdAyxdAud-fA^ 
\J yAcy/iSoi-  i^DUy  u)yt^(e(-  he-  (lPiiy<Aeji  - 
y/Xs  eyxizi-  -JoA/YX  ha/vda  y^r-  PU. 
■plJeu/yxAyxd' d  7yxXVeeyKX/>J  y JAeae- 
muJaylca  -  ^linu- AOl/ /dl/'eyxA.yAAeni.- 
liLfyd  UJ-Az)  ^eJied TAce  Sfotudit,^ 
ddi  j£c  pAccUze/y'ep—€>/ yyf  -  ayKtfix^ 

hleud-  hel/  Oa  yy  ioe  'M 

IaoJj  uCuJ  iTtLe-  JOt.  irjLt  (y>Lt_y  AtmdYk^ 
CL-  TyTL/KJyJz  O^JLytXz-eyOeAZ^/d^m 

yoOy  pzyj  z'Yl  d  CCAA-  Viy/HZ—  ■yVZ-' 

/ble/OOyAAAeo 

VAjout 

■J>y> 


C4 

> 

b3 


INTENTIONALLY 


LEFT 


LEFT 


BLANK 


BLANK 


E-121 


EV2-1/125 


DOCUMENT  125 


DOCUMENT  125 


BWVIRONKEWTAL  IHPXCT  ANALySIS 

PUBLIC  HEARINC 


Wonday^  July  20.  IBB? 
Lewistown,  Montana 


IS 

13 

t4 


2  BRIEriltG  TEAM; 

3  ' 

4  '  Haarinq  Officer: 
«  Teae  Chief: 

•  ''  Tea»: 


APPEAiUWCES 


COL.  MATT  C.C.  BRISTOL.  Ill 

LT.  COL.  PETER  HALSU 

COL.  ROM  ISAACKSOH 

MAJOR  JAMES  VAN  MESS 

OR.  RAJ  MATRUR 

DR.  RICHARD  KRAMER 


12  '' 
il  ’ 
14  ; 


IS  Section  I 
IS  I  Section  II 


Paqee  1  -  36 
Peqee  2  >  67 


IS 

I* 

20 

21 


24  REPOHIED  BY: 

il 

25  AUDREY  C.  PETCRSErN 


:r  .1  ,na!.. 


I  /V/  fc, 


DOCUMENT  125 


DOCUMENT  125 


JULY  20.  1S8? 


PROCEEDINGS 


19 

70 

21 

22 

73 

24 

25 


SECTION  I 


PRESENTATION 
BY  LT.  COL.  PETER  WALSH 


IS 

IS 

»T 

IS 

IS 

2C 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


COL.  BRISTOL:  Good  eveninq,  ladies  and  qentleeien. 
I  know  people  are  still  roeiina  but  because  our  tiste  is 
constrained,  1  want  to  qo  ahead  and  cet  started. 

The  National  Environnental  Policy  Act  and  iriplane  .tinq 
federal  regulations  require  essentially  that  teJetal  nqen- 
cies  carefully  analyze  the  potential  environncntal  lepacts 
of  proposed  actions  and  then  use  those  analyse;;  in  arriving 
at  decisions  and  r ec >•)««€ nd a .  :.s  on  whether  and  how  to  pro¬ 
ceed  with  the  proposals.  The  Air  Force  has  prepared  and 
di9tributf>d  in  accordance  with  these  rcqulations  a  rraft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  addressing  a  p'"pcsal  to  de¬ 
ploy  and  Operate  the  S'.«21  Intercont i nental  Ba'listic 
MiSSile  System  on  Minutenan  launch  facilities  .n  north- 
central  Montana. 

;iy  name  is  Matt  Bristol.  I'm  a  full-time  Air  Force 
trial  judge  for  felony  criminal  rases.  And  the  ’udqe  Advo¬ 
cate  of  the  Air  Force  has  asked  me  to  cone  and  preside  at 
these  public  hearings,  this  bcirvj  the  first  in  a  series  of 
BIX  that  ace  going  to  take  place  this  week.  My  function  is 
simolv  to  act  as  the  oerson  in  the  middle,  between  you,  «s 
interested  members  of  the  public  and  Col.  Peter  Walsh,  who 
I’ll  be  introducing  shortly,  anl  the  mcfibers  of  his  team 
who  are  t?*-  proponents  of  this  particular  proposal.  It  is 
for  me  to  decide  how  to  allscate  the  time  amongst  all  of 
you  and  to  insure,  if  •  do  mthing  else,  that  all  of  you 
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'  have  an  opportunity  to  b«  heard  and  that  this  Meting  will 
^  not  end  until  all  of  you  have  a  reasonable  opportunity  to 

3  state  for  the  record  your  own  unique  perspectives  about 

*  just  exactly  what  those  environmental  impacts  are. 

^  I  don’t  know  anything  about  this  proposal.  Probably 

^  most  of  you  know  more  about  the  su!>stantive  aspects  of  it 

^  than  1  do.  Nor  have  I  been  involved  in  anywi&e  in  its 

B  preparation  or  as  a  legal  counsel  to  those  who  developed  it. 
9  Let  me  take  a  moment  to  explain  basically  how  tonight's 

hearing  will  proceed.  This  isn't  going  to  be  a  debate  or 
"  a  referendum  or  a  show  of  hands  type  of  meeting.  Rather. 

'2  It's  going  to  be  an  informal  meeting  at  which  we  have 

two-way  communication.  And  the  first  side  of  that  is  going 
to  be  a  briefing  by  Lt.  Cot.  Walsh,  who  is  from  Norvon  Base 
1%  in  California:  and  from  whom  I  understand  many  of  you,  if 

'6  not  all  of  you  had  occasion  to  hear  earlier  this  year  during 

rne  scoping  hearings. 

A  Following  Col.  Walsh's  briefing,  which  is  going  to 

'9  touch  upon  the  substantive  aspects  of  this  proposal  and 

20  the  Draft  nnvironmental  Impact  Statement  and  the  impacts 

21  that  it  identifies  and  assesses,  then  we'll  have  a  recess. 

22  That  will  be  at  about  the  first  houi  point.  About  8:00 

23  o'clock. 

2«  And  those  of  you  who  didn’t  get  one  of  the  comment 

25  sheets,  I'm  aoing  to  ask  you  to  try  and  get  ahold  one 


10 


20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


thorns  and  do  th«  b«st  you  can.  in  the  first  half  of  our 
ten  to  twelve  minute  recess,  to  fill  one  of  these  out.  This 
will  be  the  only  record  of  your  having  been  a  participant 
either  silent  or  otherwise  in  these  hearings.  And  it's 
also  a  multi-purpose  document  for  those  of  you  that  have 
read  it  and  analyzed  it  on  which  you  cen  request  copies  of 
these  reports  on  which  you  can  forward  your  views  in 
writing  and  on  which  you  can  record  your  desires  to  either 
ask  questions  or  SMke  statements  tonight  for  the  record. 

After  the  break,  I’ll  then  put  all  of  these  in  two 
stacks.  The  first  stack  will  be  those  that  want  to  ask 
questions,  either  with  a  statement  or  without  one;  the 
second  stack  will  be  those  that  want  to  make  a  statement 
for  Lhe  record.  I'll  start  with  the  question  stack  first 
and  I'll  ]ust  take  them  in  the  sequence  in  which  they  fall. 
I'll  start  with  public  officials  who  have  five  minutes  and 
then  designated  representatives  of  private  organizations  who 
will  have  three  and  followed  by  members  of  the  public.  I'll 
go  through  all  the  questions  or  until  the  passage  of  about 
forty-five  minutes  and  without  further  delay,  we'll  go  into 
the  statements.  The  public  statements. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  statements,  if  there's  tisw 
remaining  we'll  go  back  to  any  questions  that  either  weren't 
covered  the  'irst  time  around  or  that  n>vve  been  generated  by 
some  of  the  statements  that  have  been  made. 
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'  There  .ire  very  few  ground  rules,  but  let  me  just  throw 

^  nut  4  couple  that  I  think  will  facilitate  the  purpose  of 
this  meeting  and  insure  that  all  of  you  have  the  equ.il 
*  right  to  bo  hoard.  Only  speak  after  you  have  been  recoq- 

^  nired.  Then  come  down  to  the  nearest  --  the.’re  not  now, 

^  but  these  two  microphones  will  be  up  the  aisles,  so  come 
’  down  to  the  nearest  one.  Don't  try  to  walk  in  this  front 
®  .area  because  there's  a  good  likelihood  that  you'll  trip  on 

^  a  wire.  But  come  down  to  the  nearest  microphone,  state 

your  n.ime  clearly  for  the  record  and  spell  it  if  you  think 

"  It's  not  one  that  the  court  reporter  and  1  can  spell  right 

off  the  bat.  and  proceed  to  ask  your  piestion  or  make  your 

•’  statement  as  the  case  might  be.  He're  going  to  -o  first 

with  the  ipjesfions  and  then  with  the  statements,  as  I  said. 

The  g-iestions  are  basically  to  try  and  get  a  clarifi- 
.-ation  on  '-.omet h i ng  in  Col.  Walsh's  briefing  or  something 
•'  i  noticed  in  the  1‘raft  i:nv  i  ronment.i  I  Impact  St.itement. 

Ir’s  not  reali'/  f.  r  the  ki  I  of  questions  one  sees  in 

'9  'our r room:  "iiTn'r  tr  ie.  Col.  W*  sn  that  all  of  this  18  a 

^  whitewish  an.!  ’hat  you  really  don't  do  this  or  don't  do  that.' 

It's  no?  ,1  ]i.esti-i:i  thit  is  really  intended  t>  state  u 

2?  fvinitioii.  if's  for  H'iestir>T»s  that  are  to  seek  to  clarify 

21  a  fv'itif.  The  leai’n  that  the  questions  go  first  is  that 

24  their  {.'.tp's**  IS  fo  fi.t  you  in  the  optimum  position  to  make 

?'■  inferred  <;•  t'crents  ’i  t <’  m.ike  informed  derisions  on  whether 


'  and  to  what  extant  to  make  statements  during  the  laiit  por- 
2  tjon  of  the  hearing. 

^  We  have  a  court  reporter,  Audrey  Petersen,  who  will  be 

*  taking  down  every  word  that’s  spoken.  And  whether  you  make 

^  a  statement  from  the  podium  or  from  the  microphone  or  whether 

^  you  fill  out  the  coirsnent  sheet  or  whether  you  send  a  letter 

*  afterwards,  to  arrive  prior  to  the  21st  o*  August,  the 

0  deadline  for  public  conment.  at  the  address  '■>own  on  the 

’  conment  sheet,  your  comnents  and  your  inputs  will  be  pul  on 

’0  the  record.  They  will  be  given  the  same  weight,  the  same 
”  consideration,  they  will  have  the  same  record  status  as  if 

’?  they  were  made  live  on  the  microphones  this  evening. 

’3  I  will  ask  that  only  one  question  be  made  at  a  time 

14  and  I  will  allow  a  leasonable  number  of  questions. 

»5  Col.  Walsh. 

l.T.  COL.  WALSH:  Thank  you.  Cood  evening,  ladies 
1*  and  gentlemen.  As  you  probably  are  well  .aware.  I'm  respon- 
'8  sible  for  the  p»eparation  of  the  Envi ronmenta 1  Impact 

’»  Statement  for  the  deployment  and  peacetime  operation  of  the 

20  .m.all  ICBM  at  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  This  ri':  will  aid 
2’  sitiTHi  decisions  as  well  as  be  the  basis  for  the  develnpxsent 

22  of  mitigitive  actions  to  help  reduce  identified  impacts. 

23  Today  1  shall  summarize  the  ma^or  findings  reported  in 

24  the  ’’lift  F.IP  which  was  submitted  to  the  Environmental 

75  Protection  Agency  on  the  21td  of  .lone.  V 'u  will  I'e  invited 
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‘  as  indicat«d  earlier  to  provide  coMwnts  later  thxa  evening. 

!  Toj  also  say  provide  or  auil  comtentt  directly  to  »e  at  the 

)  aailirs^  address  shewn  ir.  the  handout.  hli  coMents  should 

4  be  pcstaariied  no  later  than  the  list  of  August.  This  is 

i  to  allow  us  sufficient  tiae  to  properly  analyse  your  cosMents. 
6  to  eate  ad^ustsentt  to  the  EI5  as  appropriate  and  publish  the 
'  final  EIS  in  ti»e  to  aeet  congressional ly  mandated  ailestones. 

5  Before  reviewing  the  findings.  !  shall  first  review 

9  events  leading  to  the  presidential  decision  to  deploy  the 
Saall  ICBM  at  Halastroa  Air  Pore*  Ease.  Then  f  shall 

•  ■  briefly  describe  the  basing  aode  a.nd  explain  the  proposed 
■;  action  and  alternatives.  licxt  2  shall  explain  the  EIS 

■j  process  as  required  by  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 

•  4  and  the  Council  or.  Er.virorjsental  Ou^lity  ibpleeenting 

■  i  regulations.  I  shall  then  describe  the  cnvironjser.tal  lepact 

•4  analysis,  the  ispacts.  and  their  significance.  Hext  I  shall 

•  •  provide  the  conelusicns  derived  frea  the  study  of  systesi 

••  safety,  and  finally.  1  shall  describe  how  the  Alt  Ferce 

•9  intends  to  wore  with  local  authorities  to  select  and  laple* 

jc  »ent  aitigative  actions  tc  reduce  the  lapacts  described, 

j.  In  .'anuary  of  I96i  President  Reagan  estacliihed  a 

bipartisan  'cnmissior  sr.  strategic  forces  which  is  now  xnown 
at  the  Scowereft  Cciatissicn.  The  purpose  cf  this  coaeissicn 
^  was  tc  review  the  I'-S.  strategic  fcrce  capatiilties  and 
^  tc  make  recoweendatiors  ;n  the  directi'n  of  future  1CB« 


modern. ratio.'.. 

*  The  ccmmiss  1  i.n  '  s  recoansendat  lor^s  were  re. eased  :n 

*  April  and  «ey  reco^mendat lo.ns  inc.-de;  "..e  denloy»er.*.  of 

*  one  hundred  peacekeeper  sissilcs  in  t.n.tesa  s ; .  os  tn.e 
'  initiation  of  research  and  de.clopment  or  a  Small  ICM 

*  tc  be  deployed  in  either  hardened  or  motile  ia.jnc'.ert: 
and  ccr.tin..ed  efforts  at  arr.s  Iic.itatic"  neoc t lat itrj  . 

*  The  President  and  the  Tengress.  octn,  accepted  t.nete 

*  rccommendatioAs .  In  fact,  c.he  1»S4  A.thoriratic.n  Act. 
Cc.ngress  tied  the  deplo>'»e.nt  cf  peacekeeper  to  research 

”  for  the  Snail  ICBM  and  recemserded  p.rs.it  cf  a  ly^l  ir.i* 
tiai  opeisting  capability  late  for  tne  Snail  '.rBW- 
’i  In.  the  1^96  Authorization  Act.  Congress  f-rt.her  directed 

’a  that  a  -egislacive  SIS  oe  prepared  to  aid  selection  cf  the 
Snell  ICBM  oasinc  mode  ahd  deplcyiwr.t  area  and  that  an  ad- 
'<  ninistrative  Z'.l  bc  prepared  tc  aid  site  specific  densicns. 
’*  In  this  sare  art.  tne  deplcyrent  of  pcace«eeper  eissilcs 
■s  was  rapped  at  fifty. 

The  President  was  asced  tc  recoamenc  ancther  %cre 
JC  survivable  oesmg  node.  This  last  direction  infl..er.ces  the 
•  '  scope  of  tne  TIS  as  w.ll  oe  exp-amef  later. 

Z2  At  this  pcint.  :  sna.l  describe  tne  actions  ta«en  c> 

n  tne  Mr  Force  in  res.*cr.se  tc  this  congress ic'e  1  direction. 

This  chart  cciiperes  the  peacexeeper  and  Sriall  ITBHs  wit.h 
«  the  currently  des  icyed  III.  wnicn  weighs  'e,::; 
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pounds  and  is  .-arable  of  carrying  tnree  wsrheids. 

T*«  peace-’epe-  weij.hs  erprrxiaiatel/  l*f  Til  .r.is 
anf  IS  capable  cf  carryi'g  *e'  uirhekds  snd  ;?  -.irer.t.; 
beinc  fep:  ed  at  ?.£.  barren  Air  Fcr:«  Base. 

Tne  SmII  irB^»  oitrently  wwig.^t  3*. ICC  pounds,  is 
'apab.e  i  carryiro  s..t  one  warneai,  and  is  presently 
f-ll-scale  ieve  ,  0  peent  . 

Two  neth.-vds  of  fep.'‘yre"t  uere  rcnsiiere.f  fc:  tne  i“e.. 
I'is.e.  The  f.fst  inv;  1-. « i  c.ar«»e"*-  cf  tne  -;»«i:e  a 
“ard  silo,  capable  cf  w  :  t  n  stand;  r.-i  pewerf-.  --.i.-.ear  tiasf 
*  ver  •  r  es  s  .  r  es  .  T'e  se-'n-S  i-v.-.-ed  t.he  c.a'enen?  cf  the 


■•w  .  •  ;  '5“  -n  j  -tardene.J  “ori.e  .a.nc-er  wn.cse  s -r  •.  ivsc  i .  1 1 . 
w'.ld  re  i*'S.re'5  tn*';;*-  -■cri.if.  ano  *'.•  sc. lit.  t.  w."- 
ftand  sii-if.ca't  er .  r  es  s  .r  es  . 


n<«<»  •■rer  i*  :  0 '  s .  .■'''veept  invc.ved  placement  of 

t-.e  -s  '  •».sti-.;  ''i-.'-ena-.  si.s-  j>  ir  vi  vabii  iry 


;»  .•.••.c  r-.  -  er. nation  cf  the  dist..r«ed  nature  cf 

and  "e  ab..i*v  f  the  .a  nchers  t*  gam  a'ce -»  to 


te 

be 


Tests  and  xenp»-wer  for  this  optinr  were  cgnsideratly 

*  lower  than  for  t.ne  rsnicn  i^nvenent  option  be^a.se  of  the 

5  inf  r  astr  ict-re  a. ready  m.  n.a-e  »»  t'.e  ’».‘-*ef  an  .nsta..a- 

*  1 1 :  ns  . 

f  Tne  legi s .at  1 ve  El?  was  corp.etei  r>  tne  '-rTe  a-d 

*  filed  w.tn  the  En  -r-narental  A:«'-,  i'  Heveeber 

*  of  .**n.  Th.s  £15  rcepM»re.i  t'e  e“  .  rc -.-e*  *  a  .  i-f«i'*s  cf 

*  tne  Dssic.a  iNcdes  a'd  the.:  res  p'e:  1 1  •.•e  Ser.-.ne.-t  l--at;>.ns. 

»  ;•  r^ecewcer  .  **e  r  .-es .  je.nt  a"c.nceo:  *.?  lecis.cn  tc 

aecl:,.  t.te  I  r&w  c'  hard  ?tr..e  .a. - er*  st-sti-'-eo 

at  ''■.•.*ena-  la  f  .a  il:';e«.  Ha.'5*rc”  i.-  'rr'e  Base 

'i  was  i'e-'-f.e-i  »s  tne  .'.‘lal  Merit.-;  r»?e.  ..t.' 


J 


E-124 


KV2  1/128  I  KV2  1/128 


DOCUMENT  125 

I' 

10 

, 

nance . 

2 

During  such  trips,  the  launcher  would  be  configured  to 

3  ^ 

reduce  axle  loads  to  meet  state  vehicle  standards.  Security 

4 

would  be  provided  by  vehicle  operators  located  at  o-ach 

5 

launch  facility,  fencing,  time  delay  mechanisms  on  the 

6 

vehicle  and  security  response  teams. 

7 

The  main  opeiating  base  provides  personnel  support  and 

6 

technical  support  facilities  as  well  as  training  area 

9 

facilities  for  launcher  drivers. 

10 

The  proposed  action  and  three  system  alternatives  and 

the  no-action  alternatives  are  analyzed  in  this  EIS.  The 

12 

proposed  action  provides  for  the  deployment  of  two  hundred 

13 

hard  mobile  launchers  in  earth-covered  igloos  at  one  hundred 

14 

launch  facilities  .n  Montana. 

15 

The  proposed  action  would  require  about  j.1!)9  new 

16 

military  personnel.  The  increase  in  military  personnel 

*7 

would  occur  over  a  seven-year  period  as  shown  on  this 

>6 

chart . 

19 

Each  launch  facility  would  be  enlarged  to  accommodate 

20 

the  hard  mobile  launcher  shelters  and  the  existing  security 

2» 

fence  would  be  extended  to  enclose  this  area.  Initial 

73 

estimates  of  the  amount  of  land  acquired  or  required  for 

23 

enlargements  were  between  1.5  and  2.5  acres  per  launch 

3* 

facility.  However,  subsetiuent  studies  have  determined  that 

25 

.1  to  1.6  IS  more  accurate.  This  alternative  would  also 

<o 

■■ 

C4 

> 

U 
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require  e  Modest  expention  of  the  existing  Minuteean  explo¬ 
sive  safety  zones. 

These  safety  zones  encuMber  the  ownership  of  the  land 
by  restricting  certain  uses  of  the  land.  In  this  case, 
the  priaary  restriction  is  the  preclusion  of  inhabited 
facilities.  Under  these  terms  most  farm  and  ranching  acti¬ 
vities  could  continue. 

Naturally  the  Air  Force  would  prefer  to  select  launch 
facilities  that  would  not  have  an  existing  inhabited 
facility  within  the  extended  safety  zones.  A  detailed 
analysis  has  been  conducted  that  takes  into  account  such 
considerations  as  operational  effectiveness,  security 
response,  inhabited  facilities,  environmental  consequences, 
and  cost. 

The  results  of  this  analysis,  to  date,  and  the  recom- 
laended  launch  facilities  for  the  proposed  action  and  the 
alternatives,  have  been  identified  in  a  handout  that  has 
been  provided  to  you  as  you  came  in  this  evening. 

Portions  of  the  NinuteMn  transporter-erector  routes  may 
require  modification  and  upgrading  and  some  bridges,  culverts 
and  intersections  along  these  routes  as  well  as  the  access 
roads  to  each  site  would  need  imporvements.  The  location  and, 
nature  of  modification  will  be  dependent  upon  the  final 
launch  facility  selection  and  access  routing  selections  which' 
are  aided  by  the  £1S  and  the  ongoing  negotiations  involving 
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the  .\ir  I'orce,  miJitary  traffic  mana'iement  command,  the 
^•■ederal  and  'tate  ■  i.jhways  r>epai'tments .  and  the  county-city 
author i t I efi . 

ronst  riift  ion  on  Malmstrom  Air  foire  Paso  could  include 
the  military  family  housino  on  approx  mate ly  three  hundred 
thirty  acres  of  land  adiacent  to  the  northwest  side  of 
the  base.  Personnel  supfKirt  '-i-  .:.ties  would  be  constructed 
on  the  northwest  side  of  the  base.  And  technical  facilities 
on  the  southeast  side.  A  vehicle  trarnino  area  requiting 
approx ima tel y  six  riii.,dred  acres  would  be  constructed  on 
land  adjacent  to  the  east  side  cf  the  base. 

The  fi’t.il  co^t  of  the  military  cons  t  r  net  ion  program 
will  appxoach  one  billiot'  dollars  with  the  peak  year  expen¬ 
diture  of  two  hundred  fifteen  million  dollars  in 

full-time  Civilian  employment  would  peak  at 
one  fhous.iTid  one  hundreil  people  in  l'*^2. 

The  ’lexr  -h.irr  sunmar  i  7ei>  the  key  aspects  of  the 
.’topnsed  .i''tiori  and  [•I’lvi-Jes  a  compar  ison  with  the  three 
'.r-te-i  1 1  r  er  na  t  1  ve'; .  The  system  alternative  one  provides 
f  >r  N’pl  -.men'  •!  » w  i  nundred  hard  mot' i  le  t.^unchers  in 

ft  «• -r -i  1 1  rn-er  e,l  h:ili-,ii.is  .i»  (ine  hundred  l.iunch  facilities, 
ttfl  has  the  l''w«'s»  milif.iry  personnel  lequirercnt,  but  the 
lit  ie';t  explisive  j.-ifery  rone. 

f  ,  <- •  «»m  it*ern,»tive  t  ve  ■  pr  'vides  for  deployment  of  two 
h  .’..l  r  ed  f  1  f  *  ,  hard  riv.ih  i  1  e  1  mnehe  i  s  in  ea  r  f  h  -  covered  i  g  ioos 


at  one  hundred  twenty-five  launch  facilities,  and  has  the 
highest  military  personnel  requirement. 

And  system  alternative  three  provides  for  deployment 
of  two  hundred  hard  mobile  launchers  in  pre-engineered 
buildings  at  two  hundred  launch  f.icilities.  This  requires 
the  largest  number  of  construction  personnel  and  has  the 
greatest  potential  for  disturbance  to  the  physical  environ¬ 
ment  . 

The  pre-engineered  buildings  might  look  something  like 
this  illustration  shown  for  a  typical  silo. 

Preparition  of  the  adminis t rat ive  EIS  began  in  early 
198f.  Scoping  activities  were  unde- taken  to  facilitate 
early  identification  of  th\>se  issues  requirtnq  analysis. 

The  scoping  process  involved  a  series  of  activities  that 
included  the  collection  of  preliminary  data  and  information 
from  federal,  state,  and  local  government  organizations  in 
the  affected  area,  and  a  series  of  public  scoping  meetings 
ill  the  affected  area. 

The  t'T.ift  FIS  was  released  to  the  public  on  Tune  25th 
and  copies  were  mailed  to  all  of  those  attending  the 
scoping  meetings  and  were  also  available  at  libraries  and 
federal,  state  and  local  agencies  within  the  study  area. 

A  series  of  public  ►learings  are  being  held  this  week 
throughout  the  deployment  area  and  in  Helena  to  peimit  such 
coBinent.  or  to  permit  romment  on  the  document.  In  resjvir.se 
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1  to  scoping  concerns,  hearings  will  be  held  in  Harlowton 

2  and  Augusta  in  addition  to  Contad.  l.ewistown.  Great  Falla 

3  and  Helena.  In  addition  the  public  may  provide  their 

4  comments  in  writing,  as  I  indicated  earlier,  to  the  address 

5  shown  in  the  handout.  ' 

6  The  Mr  Force  will  address  all  inputs  in  the  final  CIS.  [ 

7  The  final  EIS  is  scheduled  for  release  in  late  19B7.  upon  I 
S  consideration  of  this  statement  the  Air  Force  will  file  a  i 

9  !  record  of  decision,  presenting  the  selected  plan  of  action 

10  .  in  late  1987.  early  1988. 

11  This  EIS  addresses  the  environmental  consequences  of  | 

12  the  deployaient  and  peacetime  operation  of  the  Small  ICBM  ! 

13  I  at  '‘.inuteman  launch  facilities  supported  by  Kalmstrom  Air 

14  Foice  Base.  Recently,  after  preparation  of  an  environmental  , 

15  '  assessment,  the  Air  Force  decided  to  deploy  an  air  refueling 
IS  .  wing  at  Nalmstrom  Air  Foi'ce  Base.  TTiis  deployment  is 

i7  considered  as  part  of  the  baseline  or  no-action  conditions 
IS  in  this  EIS.  Furthermore  in  February  the  President  announced' 

19  that  the  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base  was  one  of  eleven  candi- 

20  ‘  date  installations  for  deployment  of  the  peacekeeper  in 
2)  the  Rail  Garrison  basing  mode.  The  additional  impacts 

22  associated  with  this  development  are  identified  in  this  RIS. 

20  It  should  be  noted  however,  that  a  separate  EIS  would  be 

24  prepared  on  all  eleven  peacekeeper  candidate  installations 

25  to  aid  in  the  final  selection  of  the  deployment  locations. 


12  : 


15 

16  f 

17 
16 

19  ! 
2D  ; 
2’ 
22 

23 

24  , 

25 


should  Congress  continue  to  support  this  particular  system. 

The  environmental  impacts  of  the  program  were  evaluated 
within  the  context  of  twelve  resource  categories.  In 
addition  safety  considcrat ions  were  also  evaluated.  T*ie 
fullest  geographic  extent  of  the  program  impacts  on  each 
resource  was  determined.  Em^rftasis,  however,  was  placed  on 
those  aieas  where  predicted  impacts  were  determined  to  be 
most  pronounced.  The  importance  or  significance  of  an 
impact  was  determined  in  consultation  with  field  expects  and 
local  government  and  business  leaders.  In  addition,  full 
consideration  was  given  to  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  criteria.  Impacts  were  further  categorized  as 
either  short  or  long  duration. 

Overall,  the  impacts  associated  with  the  proposed 
action  are  minor  and  can  probably  lie  erased  with  sound 
mitigative  actions.  In  fact,  the  impacts  on  most  resources 
were  considered  not  significant.  Fowe'.!r,  our  major  area 
of  concern  is  soc loecononic  resources  which  olfer  local 
jurisdictions  and  the  Air  Force  the  greatest  challenge. 
Accordingly,  this  will  be  given  the  greatest  emphasis  m 
my  review  of  the  results  of  the  analysis. 

Six  socioeconomic  elements  were  analyzed.  These  were 
the  regional  economic  base,  demographic  characteristics, 
housing,  education,  public  services  and  public  finance. 

The  economic  base  analysis  was  performed  for  the  nine 
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17 


’  Montana  counties  in  the  deployment  area,  as  well  as  for  the 

2  state  as  a  whole.  The  analysis  of  other  socioeconomic 

3  elements  concentrated  on  the  communities  most  likely  to 

4  be  affected  by  the  program  activities.  They  are  Great  Falls. 

5  Lewistown,  and  -^^onrad. 

6  Key  measures  of  the  economic  base,  such  as  civilian 
^  labor  force,  employment,  unemployment,  and  income  were 

8  evaluated.  Initial  estimates  wr'-e  derived  from  state  and 

9  local  projections  for  the  fieriod  1989  through  the  year  2000. 

•0  Both  direct  and  indirect  effects  of  the  program  w.j:e  ana- 

11  lyzed. 

12  Oirei't  economic  effects  of  the  project  include  labor 
'3  and  resource  requirements;  indirect  effects  are  those 

14  changes  in  sales,  jobs,  and  income  tha*.  result  from 

15  spending  by  the  Air  Force  and  its  contractors.  A  compari- 

16  son  of  libor  requirements  to  the  availability  of  labor 

17  Within  the  region  provided  an  estimate  of  the  labor  needs 
i«  which  '--.uld  be  filled  locally.  The  higher  the  proportion 

19  of  jobs  that  could  be  filled  from  the  Montana  labor  force, 

20  the  greater  the  economic  benefits  to  the  local  area. 

2.  In  1990,  the  peak  construction  year,  a  total  of  1,100 

22  direct  lObs  would  be  created  by  this  program.  Nearly  1,250 

21  indirect  lobs  would  be  created  in  both  the  construction  and 

24  operational  .hase  of  the  program,  over  eighty  of 

25  these  jobs  could  be  filled  by  the  local  labor  force. 

to 


’  Unemployment  rates  in  a  nine-county  region  between  1990  and 

2  1992  arc  projected  to  decline  one  percenta<je  point  because 

3  of  this  increase  in  job  opportunities. 

*  The  proposed  action  is  expect-d  to  create  nine  hundred 

5  ninety  million  dollars  in  new  spending  in  the  deployment 

6  area  between  1990  and  2005.  Spending  by  the  Air  Force 

7  personnel  and  the  tlalmstrnm  Air  Force  Base  contracting 

9  office  25  f-xpecting  to  total  sixty-three  million  per  year 
9  through  the  life  of  this  project. 

10  The  analysis  for  demo>raphiC5  provides  annual  estimates 

11  of  the  cownunity  populations  and  assesses  the  potential  for 

12  assimilation  problams  with  the  in-migrating  population. 

13  Population  information  for  the  baseline  conditions  was 

14  obtained  from  the  U.S.  Census  data  frexn  state  and  local 

15  agency  forecasts.  Program  related  -'onuidtion  changes  would 

16  occur  to  the  extent  that  the  local  labor  force  would  be 

17  unable  to  provide  the  specific  type  or  numbers  of  workers 

16  required.  The  potential  for  problems  was  determined  by  the 
19  relative  size  of  the  in-migr.3ting  ptpuJation  and  its  charac- 
2fi  teristir  differences  with  the  baseline  population. 

21  Most  of  the  population  growth  associated  with  the 

22  proposed  action  would  oc'cur  in  Cascade  County,  particularly 

23  in  the  Great  Falls  urban  area.  The  number  of  new  program 

24  related,  full-time  residents  in  Great  Falls  would  start  at 

25  about  eight  hundretl  in  1990  and  build  to  a  peak  of  eight 
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ttiousdnd  one  hundred  in  I99b  and  then  stabilize  at  aeven 
thousand  six  hundred  by  the  year  2000.  The  total  of  active 
duty  military  personnel  and  their  families  in  the  Great  Palls' 
area  would  increase  fiom  ten  thousand  seven  hundred  to 
eighteen  thousand  three  hundred.  This  would  represent 
neatly  twenty-f our  j>ercent  of  the  Great  Falls  coismunity 
population  and  since  it  differs  cons i-tecably  from  the 
cut  rent  population  in  demoyra()hir  charac  t  er  ist  ics ,  such  as 
age.  m.iiital  status,  'jeciyraphic  origin,  and  income,  it  is 
(•(insiUered  a  ::  i ijm f  leant  impact  ot  long  duration. 

Housing  in  the  effected  communities  was  analyzed  to 
determine  whether  available  housing  vould  be  sufficient  to 
meet  the  aJditi.jnal  demands  generated  by  the  program. 


Housing  demand  forecasts 


prepared  using  [opulation 


projections.  Housing  supfily  tor-»casts  were  derived  from 
projected  vacancy  rates  and  the  assumed  response  of  the 
local  housing  industry  to  changes  in  demand.  The  differences 
between  the  two  force. jsts  indicate  either  a  surplus  or  a 
deficiency  which  must  be  re<'ti(ied  by  Air  Force  action. 

Now.  All  Force  policy  is  to  rely  on  the  private  sector 
to  provide  the  necessary  housin<i  for  military  personnel. 
However,  if  the  private  seit'ir  cannot  respond,  the  Air 
Force  will  provule  the  leipured  hous>ri<i  cither  through  the 
const  r  uc  t  ion  of  milit.iry  family  housing  units  on-base  or 
throuijh  the  use  of  federal  programs  which  encoarage  private 
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schools,  system  is  projected  to  sf.ibikizc  .it  about  one 
thousand  two  hundred  pupils  <iut  mg  the  operational  years. 

Ill  the  year  200rt,  pro.ir.im  related  enrollments  in  the 
Great  I'alls  public  school  system  would  represent  an 
increase  of  9.1  peirent  itvivo  the  projected  enrollment 
without  the  pro<iraffl.  Other  public  school  systems  in  the 
retjiori  are  expe<-ted  to  have  increases  in  enrollment  of  less 
than  fifty  students. 

If  military  jamil>  housing  were  prtvvjded  on-b.ise, 
approximately  six  hundred  elementaiy  schotil  students 
associated  with  the  'm.ill  fCBM  program  would  be  within  the 
bound. tries  of  the  I.oy  riemonrary  School,  located  just  west 


of  the  b.ise.  Without  mitig.itl 


sores,  this  'i.un  in 


enr  o  I  Inrn  t  wo'j1<j  increase  tne  nupi  1  -  r«.»- teacher  ratio  in 
fhir.  school  well  .ibove  hf'th  loi'.il  and  st.ite  st.indards. 

There'-’io,  rhe  imp.icts  on  edui  at  i.m  would  be  signili- 
'■11.',  I?  h'Msin'i  !•.  provided  by  the  priv.ite  sector  or 
by  oMier  feclei  al  pro  ir  itti.s  ,  the  over  1  ,.ad  pressure  on  lx^>y 
Fdementai,  ;^  h.io'  woilvi  be  reduced.  However,  the  student- 
»ei.~hcr  r.i'i  •  i.n  'he  school  district  wciuld  still  exceed 
sta'e  '^tind.iids  oil  'hr-  imp.icf.s  would  r  cm.t  i  ii  s  i-fni  f  uuant  . 

Cip.i  1 1  I  e<-.  'pf  existing  public  seivice  institutions  in 
tfu'  af'p.-fetl  civfTunurt  1 1  les  were  analyzed  to  identify  any 
■ih'Ui.iic^  tfi.Tt  tfi.iy  occur  is  a  result  ,.f  ad>lirion-al  riemands 
jeneiated  I-,  r;,e  piotiim.  The  public  services  analysis  con- 


'  I  entrepreneurs  to  construct  housing. 

^  .  During  the  construction  phase,  the  demand  for  both 

3  I  hotel  and  motel  accomodations  and  permanent  housing  can  be 
*  met  with  existing  assets.  Business  and  property  owners 
s  would  benefit  from  the  increased  occupancy  and  income. 

6  However,  during  the  operational  phase,  the  private 

f  sector  would  not  be  able  to  satisfy  the  entire  demand  for 

S  housing  off'base  that  is  affordable  by  many  of  the  military 
9  personnel.  Conseijuent ly ,  that  residual  reguiremer.t  would 
*0  have  to  be  satisfied  either  by  the  construction  of  military 
family  housing  units  or  by  other  federal  programs. 

'2  While  the  impact  on  housing  in  the  operational  phase 

*3  would  be  considered  not  significant  under  either  option, 

14  the  method  of  satisfying  the  deficit  would  effect  impacts 
>5  on  other  areas  of  study,  most  notably  education  and  public 


tT  An  analysis  of  the  public  school  system  in  the  affected 

IS  communities  was  performed  to  identify  any  shortages  that 

19  may  occur  in  the  system  as  a  result  of  additional  enroll- 

20  ments  generated  by  the  program.  Existing  and  projected 

2t  school  enrollment  data  were  obtained  from  the  Great  Palls. 

22  Lewistown.  and  Conrad  school  districts.  Additional  enroll- 

23  ments  for  each  school  district  were  projected  as  a  constant 

24  percentage  of  program  induced  in-migrat ion . 

25  Program  related  enrollment  in  the  Great  Falls  public 


DOCUMENT  125 


rentr.ated  on  cuy-county  government,  police,  fire,  health 
and  human  services.  Information  on  work  load,  personnel, 
equipment  was  gathered  for  the  Latest  ye<arly  reports  of 
the  respective  departments  and  then  projected  for  future 
y  ea  r  s . 

Demand  for  public  services  w.as  forecast,  to  increase 
With  the  program  induced  in-migration.  impact.s  were  then 
.assessed  by  determining  whether  existing  facilities  could 
eccomodate  the  increased  demand. 

The  program  rel.ated  increase  in  population  would  cause 
a  slight  incre.ase  in  demand  for  public  services,  pr  imari  Iv 
in  the  Great  Falls  area.  Increases  will  vary  between  five 
and  ten  percent  .and  c.ause  some  addition.?,  peiscnnei  require- 


Host  of  the  lox'.al  f.ariiities  needed  ff'i  public  safety, 
fire  protection,  and  health  .in-l  hum.m  service?  have  suffi¬ 


cient  cap.acity  to 


■'-late  the  additional  fx'pu  1  a  t  i  or. .  The 


one  exception  in  the  G.i.sr.icle  rcinty  which  is  utilized 

by  both  r.ascide  County  and  the  oit  of  Great  Falls. 


This  facility  wa'i  built 


an.J  h.T  beer,  ut  1 1  i  red 


Ixeyond  its  design  . 


ity  for  several  ye 


be  expected  *0  abscirb  fuither  growth.  F'U  t  ti  i  s  re.is.'r..  im¬ 
pacts  on  public  services  ate  considered  s  i .  it,  i  f  uan  t  . 

All  .inalysis  of  revenues  .anil  cxjxM.ti  1 1  ui  e-.  ti;  a'fected 
lUl  isdirt  ion?  in  Gie.,t  Falls.  I.ewistowr.  .iri-l  Coni  id  .ufis  was 
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performed  to  identify  dddrtional  burdens  the  urogram  may 
place  on  the  resources  of  the  jurisdictions.  Fiscal  data 
for  affected  jur i -diet ions  were  derived  Iron  recent  financial 
reports.  Program  related  expenditures  for  essential  services 
such  as  police  and  fire  were  estimated  based  upon  the  addi¬ 
tional  personnel  needs  and  per-enployee  costs.  Expenditures 
for  other  services  were  f-  cimated  on  a  per  capita  basis. 

School  district  expenditures  were  estimated  on  a  per  pupil 
basis. 

Program  induced  revenues  wi^>-e  estimated  for  each  of 
the  principal  revenue  sources  of  each  jurisdiction.  Property  : 
taxes  were  calculated  using  the  existing  increase  in 
property  valu.ition  and  applying  current  mill  levies  to  this 
evaluation.  The  remaining  i evenue  sources  such  as  motor  i 

vehicle  taxes,  licenses,  fees  and  redistributed  state 
revenues,  were  estimated  on  a  per  capita  basis.  Although 
additional  revenues  will  be  generated,  the  jurisdictions  of 
Cascade  Couuty.  the  city  of  Great  Falls,  and  the  Great  Falls 
public  school  districts  will  experience  continued  shortfalls 
as  a  result  of  the  proposed  action. 

If  all  housing  is  provided  through  the  military  family 
housing  program,  the  city  of  Great  Falls,  with  a  projected  budget 
averaging  twenty  million  dollars,  per  year,  during  the  19933 
;  would  sustain  annual  shortfalls  up  to  one  hundred  thousand 
dollars,  per  year,  over  the  build-up  ph-'se  and  continuing 


.  Oi*!*'! 
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over  the  life  of  the  project. 

Cascade  County,  with  a  projected  budget  averaging 
nearly  twelve  million  dollars  a  year,  during  the  1990s, 
would  have  revenue  shortfalls  of  about  two  hundred  seventy 
thousand  dollars  per  year,  over  the  life  of  the  program. 

The  t%»o  Great  Falls  public  school  districts,  with  a  combined 
projected  budget  of  thirty-six  million  dollars,  per 
year,  during  the  1990s.  would  experience  peak  program 
related  shortfalls  of  about  five  hundred  seventy  thousand 
dollars  in  1996.  And  then  an  annual  deficit  of  approximately 
one  hundred  forty  thousand  dollars  per  year,  for  the  year 
2000  and  beyond. 

If  on  the  other  hand,  housing  were  provided  by  the 
private  sector,  or  through  existing  federal  progranis,  the 
additional  property  taxes  collected  would  eliminate  the 
financial  shortfalls  to  the  city  of  Great  Falls  and  Cascade 
County.  However,  because  of  the  loss  of  public  law  01874 
monies  due  to  increased  portion  of  students  living  off 
federal  land,  the  financial  shortfall  to  the  school  district 
would  worsen. 

Accordingly,  public  finance  impacts  in  the  Great  Falls 
area  were  determined  to  be  significant.  Other  counties, 
cities,  and  school  districts  would  be  minimally  affected. 

Program  effects  on  utilities  were  evaluated  through 
studies  of  domestic  water  and  wastewater  systems,  solid 
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waste  collection  and  disposal  facilities,  and  electric, 
natural  gas  and  Ugu'd  fuel  distribution  systems,  informa¬ 
tion  on  local  utility  systems  was  collected  from  system 
operators  and  an  analysis  of  the  existino  and  projected  use 
and  capacity  of  the  facilitios  was  conducted.  Utility 
demands  associated  with  the  program  were  then  compared  to 
the  systems  excess  capacities  to  determine  if  a  deficit 
or  surplus  would  occur. 

Potable  water  and  wastewater  treatment  systems  operated 
by  the  city  of  Great  Falls  provide  service  to  Malmstrom 
Air  Force  Base.  These  systems  currently  have  adequate 
capacity  to  meet  the  increased  demands  associated  with  the 
proposed  action. 

Existing  solid  waste  JandfiU  sites  have  adequate 
capacity  to  handle  the  additional  solid  waste  associated 
w: th  the  program. 

Energy  requirements  for  this  program  would  be  met  from 
existinu  or  presently  programmed  capacities.  Accordingly, 
impacts  to  all  utilities  .ire  considered  not  s  inni  f  leant . 

The  analysis  for  transportation  included  roads,  public 
tr.iuspot  rat  loii,  t  .ilroads,  and  airports.  :n*oimation  re- 
g.irding  current  traffic  flows,  ridrrshtp,  service  volumes, 
and  capacities  including  planned  facility  imp'-'-vements  was 
obtained  from  state,  county,  ".ty  and  private  agencies. 

Future  baseline  conditions  wore  projecterl  using  historio 


trends,  population  and  economic  indicators.  Program  impacts 
were  determined  by  adding  estimates  of  program  related 
transportation  demands  to  future  conditions.  Emphasis  was 
placed  on  roads  and  highways  since  no  substanti.rl  increases 
m  demands  for  public  transport. ilion.  railroads  and  airports 
was  found. 

Impacts  to  transportation  would  occur  primarily  from 
workers  roimnut  i n-:  on  roads  during  the  peak  traffic  hours 
and  from  local  delays  associated  with  t ranspor t at  ion  of 
the  hard  mobile  launcher  to  anrt  from  Malmstrom  Air  Force 
Base  for  maintenance.  During  the  construction  p'.  se,  siani- 
ficant  impacts  to  transportation  on  roads  in  Great  Falls 
.tre  expected  due  to  increaseil  connection  and  delay  along 
Tenth  Avenue  .South,  the  Fifteenth  Street  Bridge  and  U.i. 
Bypass  and  the  entiauce  gates  to  Malmstrom  Mr  Force  Base. 
Oiirii-'j  the  operational  phase,  i.-rtc-arts  to  t  r  anspor  i  r. 

would  not  be  significant. 

Land  use;  Land  use  analysis  con-iders  the  imp.*cts  of 
the  program  on  urban  and  rur.il  land  uses.  The  urban  land 
use  evaluation  was  prepared  using  published  sources,  in¬ 
cluding  community  pKins  for  Ote.it  F.ills.  lewistown  .in.. 
Conr.id  supplemented  by  aerial  photcgr.iphs .  ibe  location 
and  acreage  of  vacant  develop-lble  land  was  then  determined. 
Rural  land  use  was  likewise  evaluated  using  available 
published  sources  and  aerial  photographs. 


E-128 


I  EV2-1/126 


DOCUMENT  125 

26, 

I 

1 

Inhabited  facilities  that  could  be  affected  by  the 

2 

expansion  of  uxulosive  safety  easements  around  individual 

3 

launch  facilities  were  also  identified. 

The  impacts  on  urban  land  use  would  not  be  significant 

5 

since  adequate  developable  land  exists  in  Great  Falls  to 

6 

accomodate  base  expansion  and  the  new  housing  requirements 

7 

in  the  community. 

8 

Land  removed  from  agricultural  use  would  include  .6  to 

9 

1 .  t>  acres  per  launch  facility  and  six  hundred  acres  adjacent 

'0 

to  Malmstiom  Air  Force  Base  for  the  training  area.  This  is 

not  consi<lered  significant.  However,  the  overall  impact 

*2 

on  rural  land  use  could  vary,  depending  on  which  launch 

13 

facilities  are  used.  The  expanded  safety  ea.sements  at  twenty 

14 

ot  the  two  hundred  launch  facilities  contain  a  total  of 

15 

forty-foui  inhabited  facilities.  If  these  twenty  launch 

16 

facilities  were  selected,  the  impact  could  be  significant. 

However,  as  noted  earlier  and  noted  in  the  handout  that  we 

<8 

provided  to  you,  the  proposed  set  of  launch  facilities  for 

*9 

each  .1' tion  duos  not  include  an  inhabited  facility  within 

20 

the  expanded  safety  zone. 

21 

Recreation:  An  analysis  of  both  regional  and  local 

22 

recreation  facilities  was  conducted  to  determine  whether 

2.3 

oxistinu  facilities  had  suffiri<ni  cap.^city  to  absorb 

24 

additional  demands  generated  by  the  program  related  in- 

25 

miurantb.  Existing  use  statistics  for  regional  recreational 

to 

> 

bl 
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areas  of  the  north-central  Montana  region  were  obtained 
from  federal,  state  and  regional  parp^  ai.<J  recreational 
agencies.  Local  recreational  rapacities  were  determined 
through  field  surveys  and  [urkl-tiv'  and  recreation  facility 
inventories.  Program  generated  demand  was  then  determined 
and  compared  with  existing  capacities. 

In  both  cases  the  increase  in  demand  was  not  considered 
significant  with  the  exception  of  some  impacts  on  tennis 
courts  and  softball  fields  in  the  Crea*  Falls  area. 

The  next  area  of  concern  was  the  visual  imp-tct.  We 
used  in  this  particular  CiSe  a  tnodif  if  at  ion  of  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management's  visual  resourcr.s  management  methodology. 

In  this  case,  the  results  were  determined  to  be  not 
signif leant . 

The  next  area  of  study  was  the  cultural  and  paleonto¬ 
logical  resources.  The  program  effects  on  prehistoric, 
historic  and  archi tectural ,  Native  American  and  paleonto¬ 
logical  resources  were  evaluated.  Available  data  and  field 
reconnaiss  «'i  e  and  surveys  were  used  to  characterize 
existing  conditions. 

Prehistoric  resource  sensitivities  were  identified  by 
using  a  computer  model  to  estimate  the  likelihood  of 
encounter! ng  sites  throughout  the  study  area- 

information  on  historic  bridges  was  obtained  from  the 
.Montana  Highway  Department.  And  some  historic  structures 


DOCUMENT  125 


DOCUMENT  125 


wore  evaluated  through  field  reconnaissance. 

Pa leonto logica 1  resource  distributions  were  estimated 
by  identifying  known  fonsil  localities  and  by  mapping  the 
regional  extent  of  known  foss  1 1-bear  mo  deriosits.  The 
relative  import.inco  of  the  .'ossils  and  their  pattern  of 
distribution  within  the  deposits  was  considered  m  assessing; 
impacts . 

Native  '.merican  losources  were  itlentified  from  existing 
othnogr.iphic  i tif ormat  ion.  Appropri.ite  'ribal  representatives 
were  contacted  for  .idditional  information  on  the  location 
and  sensitivity  of  various  sites. 

The  proposed  action  has  the  potential  to  significantly 
affect  some  prehistoric,  historn,  p.i  Uo'.lolonical  and 
Native  Ameiican  resiiurces,  primarily  as  a  result  of  eonstruc- 
ti'in  related  ground  d  t  ur  bance . 

i’rch  1  r. tot  1  <•  iitc'i  are  most  likely  to  be  effected  by 
iiriflge  'o  ii;- 1 1  u  •  t  lor.  at  iiv^r  cr  oss  i  n  js  .  !>»  atfditinn  thirty- 

es  iht  '  i  :nf  h  ta'iiitieii  are  ioi'-ited  -'n  l.indform-.  where 
•>reh  i !'.  ■  er  i'-  ar’ifac'.s  ire  coim-'Uil,  • -,afd 

the  hridge--'.  trial  lould  be  effected  by  deployment 
icfivitie.,,  -me  I eli.jible  lot  listino  m  the  Nati->nal 
Henister  of  His'oiic  Pl  icen  and  r>ix  .ire  i>otentially  eli- 


f  OSS  1  -beat  1  r.'i  at 


,JS  ate  located  within  the 
Visibility  of  disturbin'!  iMte- 


rials  impottitt  to  the  scientific  community, 

And  last,  a  variety  of  Native  American  groups  have 
histone  ties  to  the  north-central  .’Montana  region.  And 
some  of  these  groups  responded  to  a  request  for  .•  statement 
of  their  concerns.  No  known  sacred  sites  are  expected  to 
be  affected  by  ground  disturbance.  However,  some  sites 
might  be  impacted  by  noise  and  visual  intrusions.  However. 

It  should  be  noted  here  that  most  Native  American  concerns 
focuses  on  the  possibility  of  accidentally  encountering 
burials  during  construction.  In  the  event  of  such  an 
encounter,  the  Air  Force  policy  would  be  to  seek  re-burial 
through  consultation  with  the  appropriate  American  Indian 
group. 

Impacts  on  vegetation,  wildlife,  aquatic  hifcitats, 
unique  and  sensitive  habitats,  and  ‘nreatened  and  endangered 
species  were  studied.  1  nf o rmui- 1 c^n  on  these  resources  was 
'lathered  for  areas  of  fK.",  eri  t  i  1 1  direct  surface  disturbance 
on  M.ilmstrom  Air  force  base,  a’  launch  tacilitics,  alonu 
t  r  ansfxsr  ter  -  et  ector  routes  alone  access  toads.  Fctential 

indirect  disturbance  due  ti  lucutim  indu.ed  development 
•irtd  increased  r e'-r e.i 1 1 ona I  use  ot  important  habitats  was 
also  j nves t iua t ed .  Irforma’ion  was  aatherod  through  field 
stii'Jies,  analysis  ol  aerial  ph  ■' t  •  it  .ipbs  .  interview'-,  with 
native  resource  ageiicies  aii'i  i  ecu  jni  zed  ejtpe:*!;  and  by 
reviewing  appropriate  published  materials. 
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Overdll,  xmpjctsi  to  l  re-ources  are  not 

expec»^e<l  to  be  r.  igiu  £  toant .  Several  small  areas  of  sensitive 
veyetation  may  be  disturbed;  ii'Cludin-j  forests,  riparian 
habitat,  a  t  native  qr^isa  land . 

Seme  wildlife  will  probably  be  temporarily  disturbed 
at  launch  facilities  that  occur  ii>  sensitive  wildlife 
habitats.  Including  some  areas  where  big  game  seek  winter 
shelter.  because  only  small  areas  would  be  affected,  overall: 
species  populations  snould  recover  quickly  from  the  disturb¬ 
ance  and  return  to  those  .ireas  at  densities  close  to  pre¬ 
construction  level. 

Construction  at  launch  facilities  and  bri<lqes  may  have 
some  shof  t  “durat  <oii  impacts  on  fisheries  and  wetlands. 
However,  no  unique  and  sensitive  habitats  should  be  directly 
disturbed  by  this  program. 

Proqrar^  induced  growth  in  Great  Falls,  Montana  would 
cause  increased  hunting  and  fishing  in  the  area;  primarily 
in  the  Belt  and  Hiqhwood  mountains,  the  Benton  Lake  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  and  along  the  Missouri  River.  These 
population  related  impacts  should  not  signif icc-ntly  effect 
big  game  or  fisheries  in  the  area,  because  much  of  the  wild¬ 
life  can  withstand  the  increased  hunting  and  fishing.  Fur-' 
thermore,  hunting  and  fishing  of  sensitive  wildlife  is 
regulated  by  permit  or  management  systems  to  protect  their 
populations . 
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Section  ■>  of  the  Endangered  Sjecies  Act  uf  HTl  re¬ 
quires  the  evaluation  of  potential  program  impacts  on 
threatened  and  endangered  species.  Five  species  listed  as 
threatened  or  endangered  were  luentilied  by  the  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service  as  potentially  occuiiing  in  the  area 
of  study. 

However,  assessment  indicated  that  we  would  hnve  no 
threat  to  the  continued  existence  of  these  threatened  and 
endangered  species,  and  the  Fish  and  wildlife  Service  has 
concurred  with  this  assessment. 

In  the  area  of  water  resources  we  looked  at  water 
use,  surface  water  and  groundwater.  The  impacts  wc-.e 
assessed  by  comparini  program  requirements  wi th  total  water 
use  in  the  region. 

The  quality  arid  quantify  g£  surface  and  groundwater 
in  the  area  was  evaluated  from  i  r.'orma  t  ion  obtained  from 
several  national  data  bases.  T.his  information,  combined 
with  1  .nterpreta t ions  from  aerial  photographs  and  site  studies 
was  used  to  identify  construction  related  impacts,  such  as 
sedimentation  in  rivers  and  streams.  Computer  model  studies 
were  performed  to  evaluate  effects  or.  stormwater  in  areas 
of  major  construction  at  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base. 

Overall,  it  was  determined  that  there  would  be  I'liiuroal 
impact  on  the  degradation  of  groundwater.  And  overall  the 
impact  was  'etermined  to  be  not  s  ign:  f  icar.i . 
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COL.  BRISTOL:  Col.  Walsh,  you  have  five  minutes 
remainin.j.  You  might  want  to  begin  your  summari  ration . 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  In  the  area  of  .(eolony,  while  in 
the  short-term  we  -ould  see  some  soil  erosion  .it  some 
sites  and  ot  course,  some  depletion  of  aggreg.ite  resources 
as  the  work  on  the  roads  continued.  We  .s.'w  that  overall, 
in  the  long-term,  the  impact  would  not  be  significant. 

Although,  we  would  have  some  short-term  significant 
impacts  to  resource  aggregates. 

In  the  area  of  air  quality  and  noise,  the  final  results 
were  detetmined  to  be  not  significant  on  l>oth  resources. 

Movin-g  on  to  ,jl  tern.i  1 1  vo  one.  In  this  particulat  case 
the  altei  ■  five  involved  rlrploymer.t  of  two  hundred  h.ard 
mobile  LiuiKhers  m  pro-eno  i  neered  buildings.  The  direct 
employment  impacts  <l'jrJnq  the  opetation.al  phase  would  be 
about  nine  hu.’.dred  peisorniel  less  than  the  prO|x>SPd  action 
and  total  employmen?  income  and  spending  would  be  cor.p.ar.ibly 

reduced. 

['rogtrim  rr}gtC‘-J  schfinl  enrollments  would  be  .about  three 
hundred  fifty  students  lower  than  the  prc)posed  action. 
However,  overall  impaets  were  ludijel  to  be  simil.ar  to  those 
desctiied  in  the  propf>scd  .actinn. 

The  mo:it  impf'rtant  area  here  is  that  the  potential  for 
rural  land  use  impacts  associ.itrd  with  the  expanded  safety 
zones.  This  safnfy  zone  extcnils  1  ,  TOS  feet  from  the  pre- 


engincored  buililings.  Ro  mere  f  .'r  e  ,  we  h.ave  the  potential 
of  impacting  inhabited  f  j'.- ;  i  1 1 les  at  thirty-seven  lainch 
faci 1 1  ties . 

Again,  every  eftart  ha:',  been,  m.iae  to  iv'*  :>1  thef-e 
inhabited  f.icilities.  And  as  noted  ;r  the  haridcut,  the 
proposed  set  of  launch  facilities  avoids  those  launch 
facilities  that  have  ir’-^'.nted  facilities  w.thin  the  e.xpj:ided 
Safety  zone. 

in  a  I  tern.T  1 1  ve  two,  we're  loci-  .,.j  at  two  hundrevj  'ifty 
HMt.s  beinc  deployed  on  one  hundred  twenty-five  l.aunch  facili¬ 
ties.  !n  thi'  particulat  sec  i oecenonu'  irpact?  are 

slightly  higher  ber.iuse  a  laraet  number  'f  persor.ael  ito 
coming  to  tcvn  to  oper.ite  the  system. 

The  mater  feature  here  to  note  i.s  the  increased  lOten- 
ti.tl  for  the  relociticn  of  homes  <1;.c  to  tne  larger  '’.um.bci 
of  sites  being  used.  Aqair,  I  shi'ujd  emy'has  i  th.it  .n. 
the  proposed  set  of  .ictivities  wr  h.ive  avoideu  those  sites 
«mt  have  inhabite'l  f  ac  i  1 1 1  ler-  within  the  c-'pmdcd  safety 
70  ne . 

In  the  alternative  three,  where  we’re  using  .ill  rw>' 
hundt  ed  sites,  in  this  p.irticula.-  the  *0,'.  t  1  l.i:'” 

thing  to  note  is  that  we  cannot  av'iid  inh.ihited  f  ir  1 1 1 1  ic', . 

We  will  impact  inhabited  f.icilities  at  twenty-five  of  the 
sites  since  we  have  to  go 

The  impacts  of  the  no-art  1 


to  all  two  hundred. 
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included  in  the  CIS.  And  in  this  case,  we  will  have  the 
continued  military  population  of  about  fifteen  percent  of 
the  community  of  Great  Falls  as  the  continued  operation  of 
the  ■■linuteman  TH  ‘^ncl  Mmuteman  II. 

We  have  looked  at  the  cumulative  impacts  of  the 
peacekeeper  program  in  this  particular  case  to  be  approxi¬ 
mately  an  extra  seven  hundred  people  assigned  to  the 
Great  Falls  area.  There  will  be  increased  construction 
requirements  employing  about  two  hundred  fifty  additional 
personnel  during  the  construction  phase.  And  this  will 
also  conti  vbute  to  the  shortfalls  in  the  financial  records 
of  the  city  of  Great  Falls,  the  Cascade  County  and  the 
school  system  of  Great  Falls. 

We  have  looked  at  the  safety  aspects  in  this  particular 
document.  It  shoulvi  be  noted  here  that  we  have  looked  at 
the  worst  -dse  scenario  where  wo  have  a  tanker  truck  running 
into  the  hard  missile  l.iuncher.  We  have  looked  at  the 
worst  case  scenario  where  you  have  an  explosion  of  the 
m-issile.  the  breakage  of  the  ree’itry  vehicle  and  a  possible 
aerosol  1 zat 1  on  of  the  nuc.ear  material  that  is  contained  in 
the  reohtij  vehicle. 

If  that  IS  the  ane.  there  will  he  an  increase  in, 

5  u  t :  c  j  in  1 V  <1  ;t  'Vits  in  an  ,rb.in  aiea,  there  will  be 
,ir;  incre-ise  i  ri  the  deaths  v>f  al>out  fouttoenper  million  people 
(.>xp>sed.  Htiwever  ,  the  chances  of  this  particular  accident 
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occurring  are  about  one  in  one  hundred  billion. 

And  the  last  point  we  should  bring  up  here  is  mitiga¬ 
tion  action.  We  have  identified  what  the  impacts  would  be 
in  no  action  were  taken,  no  additional  action  were  taken. 
However,  the  purpose  of  the  CIS  is  not  only  to  identify  what 
the  impacts  are,  but  also  to  propose  actions  where  we  can 
mitigate  those  impacts. 

We  have  proposed  actions  for  all  the  significant  im¬ 
pacts;  however,  we  have  not  made  the  re'uimendaticns  to  the 
city  or  to  the  local  authorities  as  to  what  they  should  do. 
That  15  then  prerogative  as  to  how  they're  going  to  meet 
or  how  they  wish  to  take  on  these  impacts.  But  having  made 
their  decision  as  to  how  they  wish  to  take  on  these  impacts, 
then  the  Air  Force  is  committed  to  working  with  the  local 
authorities  to  implement  those  particular  mitigative  mea¬ 
sures  . 

That  concludes  my  presentation. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Let's  Stand  up  and  take  a  break 
for  about  ten  minutes.  I,  again,  ask  you  if  you  can,  if 
you'd  like  to  fill  out  one  of  these  comment  sheets  and 
either  give  it  to  Captain  Iken  or  one  of  the  individuals 
in  the  Air  Force  uniforms  to  the  rear.  Or  if  you'd  like  to 
bring  it  up  to  the  front  and  give  it  to  me.  1  will  use  them 
as  the  primary  basis  of  identifying  people  and  asking  ques¬ 
tions  and  then  making  statements  in  the  second  part,  that  is 
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p.irt  'jf  loni'jht's  heaiina.  Tb-i 


Q1.'F.ST10N.  ANSWER  AND  .STATEMFNT  S>ORTION 
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JULY  20,  1987 


COL.  BRISTOL:  We  now  turn  to  what  I  call  the 
second  part,  or  your  part,  of  the  fiearinq,  beginning  with  an 
opportunity  fur  you  to  get  any  queitiuna  m  yuur  nind  about 
either  the  briefing  or  the  Draft  Els  clarified.  And  l*cn 
going  to  use  these  comment  sheets  to  call  upon,  fust  of 
all  individuals  who  indicated  a  desire  to  ask  a  question. 

As  1  call  yuur  name,  if  you'd  come  forward  to  the  micro¬ 
phone,  state  your  name,  clearly,  so  our  court  reporter 
can  get  it  for  the  record,  spell  it  if  you  think  it*s  one 
that  we  might  not  be  able  to  spell  correctly  the  first 
or  Second  time  and  then  go  ahead  and  ask  your  question, 
directing  it  to  me.  I'll  m  turn  open  up  the  panel  for 
response.  And  Col.  Walsh  will  either  respond  or  he*lL  desig¬ 
nate  a  member  of  his  team  when  he ‘ 1 1  introduce  to  make  the 
res ponse. 

We'il  take  about  forty  to  fo.-ty-five  minutes.  For 
those  of  you  who  have  more  than  one  question  I'll  give 
you  an  opportunity  to  ask  a  couple.  For  those  of  you  who 
signed  up  nnd  you  want  to  make  a  statement  as  well  as  a 
question.  I’ll  put  yours  m  the  statement  pile  as  soon  as 
we  finish  with  the  qiestions.  You'll  have  a  chance  to  come 
back  again.  But  I'll  ask  that  the  statements  be  deferred 
until  after  we've  use<l  this  forty  minutes  or  so  to  get  all 
of  the  questions  out  of  the  way. 

Bob  wil 1 lams . 

/  /i/t  >.!/// 


DOCUMENT  125 


MR.  WILLIAMS:  Good  evening,  Col.  Bristol. 

Col.  BRISTOL;  Good  evening.  1  should  have  said 
i:  Senator  Dob  williams. 

MR.  WILLIAMS:  That's  okay,  we  just  got  out  of 
■,  session  a  few  days  ago,  so  it’s  back  to  Bob  Williams, 
again. 

1  realiy  didn’t  have  anything  to  cosaaent  on,  other 
than  we  were  invited  to  attend  the  session.  And  l  see  my 
wife  just  walked  in,  she  was  at  a  blm  meeting,  covering 
■  that  for  me.  But  we  felt  that  --  l  guess,  to  back  up  a 
little  bit,  the  --  on  the  printout  you  have  here,  the 
I  senatorial  district  that  I  cover  would  look  to  me  like  we 
^  have  about  forty  percent  of  your  proposed  missiles  in  that 
ares;  Judith  Basin  and  Fergus  County. 

And  1  guess  one  of  my  questions,  I  would  guess,  1  was 
raised  when  the  Minuteman  casw  in.  And  we  worked  with  them 
to  serve  the  electricity  to  them,  we  still  do,  w*  live 
,  with  them,  and  I  see  •  prr'hlem  with  them  at  all.  Ekcept, 
my  biggest  problem  is  ii  ’  ansporation.  And  it  just 

seems  to  me  like  --  1  live  out  west.  1  live  at  Xobson 
and  so  1  travel  to  Great  Falls  quite  frequently.  In  the 
suiwner  and  winter,  any  time  the  roads  are  good  or  bad. 

And  we  have  a  lot  of  trouble,  it  seems  to  me  like 
with  a  lot  of  tne  Air  Force  drivers  that  do  co*»e  in.  If 
you're  raised  m  Orlando,  Florida  and  worked  at  Disney  World, 


DOCUMENT  125 


DOCUMENT  125 


you  come  up  here  end  you  get  in  a  ground  blizzard,  you 
kind  of  panic. 

And  we  do  h.ive  some  roads  between  Stanford  and  Hobson, 
one  section  of  that  road  was  built  in  19J2,  one  in  ’1*),  and 
onf?  of  It  in  '1?.  t  respect  the  State  Highway  Oopartment 
for  what  they're  tryi;,g  to  do  with  it.  1  appreciate  their 
I imitations . 

But  it  would  seem  t'*  me  --  1  think  I  fte.ird  a  figure 
of  one  billion  dollars  run  across  the  table  up  there,  in 
the  Colonel's  presentation  --  it  would  seem  to  like  maybe 
a  few,  very  few,  million  dollars  to  upgrade  the  rtiads  in 
the  area  to  where  we're  not  going  to  have  a  potenti.il  for 
a  fatality,  an  additional  fatality,  iiue  to  the  added  tt.iffic 
in  the  misfiile  traffic  that  will  be  on  the  road-  I  will 
have  to  st.ite  that  I'm  sure  that  a  lot  of  the  roads  are 
huilt  on  enunts.  But  if  you  evej  travel  from  St.anforrt 

rhi'j  w,iy,  wher<*  they're  trying  to  move  a  missile  erector, 
in.i  ;n  their  cunvoys,  you  m.iy  stop  two  «>r  three  times  dead 
in  tin’  middle  of  the  road  trying  to  <jet  around  somebody. 

And  I  guess  my  main  concern,  I  would  say  t  certainly  back 
wh.;t  y  iij're  doing,  but  my  main  coni'erns  are  the  r<'«ds  and 
I  understand  you're  g'iin<i  to  upgrade  three  hundred  and  some 
bridges.  But  as  far  as  roads  were  roncernod,  1  suppose 
it'n  my  Jack  of  knnwiedge  is  why  I'm  here  tyring  to  find  out. 
wh.Tt  ynii  m.iy  be  <-|<;ing  them. 


COL.  BRISTOL:  So  the  question  would  be  to  what 
extent  does  the  Ait  Force  projKise,  or  would  the  Ait  Force 
be  willing  to  upgrade  some  of  the  primary  roa<l  systems  in 
li<)ht  of  the  increased  t  raiinpor  r  at  inn  with  these  l.iunching 
vehicles? 

MP.  WIl.LrA.MS:  Yes,  '  olonel  .  1  would  appreciate 

on  answer  t©  that.  I  do  understand  that  the  State  Highway 
Department  has  an  muineer  workim  with  the  Mr  Force  at 
this  t  me. 

COL.  BFIRToL;  Thank  you,  Sen.stnr.  C’ol.  Walsh: 

COL.  WALSH:  The  Mr  Voice  has  initiated  the 
defense  access  ro.itiR  process.  Thin  is  a  process  by  whtca 
we  prepare  a  report,  basic.illy.  our  requirements  as 

f.ir  .»s  where  wc  would  like  to  <jo  from,  where  and  t.'.  We 
.sLso  specify  the  type  of  vehicle  or  vehicles  that  w<iuld  be 
utiliring  the  ro-ids  and  the  Treguenry  of  thrise  u  es  . 

Th.it  lepicirt  IS  uiven,  fiis*  o*  ,i V  1  ,  to  i  lioD  Agency, 
the  Military  Traffic  Management  Command,  who  m  turn  passes  it 
through  the  Federal  Highway  Uep.irtment  to  the  Si.ite  Highway 
Dep.artment.  The  State  Hi.rhway  '■e[iartment  ts  {>:»  .■  :]>■ 

.assessing  how  they  would  meet  t.he  needs  of  the  An  Force, 
how  to  acctimodate  our  requirements  as  well  .is  the  continvnni 
requirements  of  the  people  li'-ing  in  the  communities.  They 
intend  to  have  that  natticul.sr  assessment  ci'mpleted  by 
necember  of  this  yeai .  At  which  time  we  will  >ta! t  mak inn 
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some  decision  of  how  and  where  we're  going  to  upgrade  roads.  ; 

But  we  are  looking  for  the  states  to  come  back  to  us 
with  how  they  intend  to  meet  our  needS/  but  also  to  ' 

accommodate  the  needs  of  the  community.  Thank  you.  I 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Joan  Thomas.  If  1  were  Honte  Hall.  | 
I  would  say  come  on  down.  • 

MS.  THOMAS:  I'd  like  to  question  —  I'd  like  to  I 
question  the  so-called  survivability  of  this  mobile  missile,  , 
given  that  either  in  the  last  hearing  or  anywhere  in  the 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  was  there  an  answer 
to  the  question  on  the  amount  of  area  that  would  be  destroyed 
if.  even  there  was  one  nuclear  bomb  dropped  here  in  Central 
Montana.  1  was  wondering  how  large  an  area  could  be 
destroyed  and  would  there  l»e  anything  left  of  Montana. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  T’lank  you.  Col.  Walsh? 

COL.  WALSH:  Yes.  The  answer  to  your  question 
is  that  given  a  nuclear  attack,  the  devastation  throughout 
this  entire  country  would  be  just  devastating.  There  wr.uld 
be  severe  loss  of  life,  and  lifestyle  as  we  know  it,  would 
no  longer  continue. 

It  is  for  that  very  reason  that  we  are  deploying  the 
Small  ICBM  to  insure  that  we  have  deterrence. 

The  way  we  achieve  deterrence  is  to  insure  the  system 
is  survivable  so  that  whoever  is  the  attacker  would  know 
that  we  have  sufficient  resources  available  to  impose 
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how  big  an  area  would  they  »iet?  .Maybe  they  would  get  -- 
you  know,  they  couldn't  get  all  two  hundred  with  one.  Then 
I  really  don’t  have  any  concept. 

COL.  WAL.Itl:  No,  they  could  not. 

MS.  THOMA.*;:  Thank  you. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Sally  Karmen,  or 
something  close  to  that? 

MS.  KARINEN:  I  have  one  question.  I  wondered 
what  the  term  overp: ei,sures  mean.s.  And  you  used  that  up 
there . 

And  I  also  wondered  how  y<>u're  going  to  conduct  the 
convoy  of  the  vehicles  with  the  iiML  .and  all  the  things  that 
go  m  front  of  it  and  behind  it.  Like,  is  that  going  to 
be  slow-moving  oi  f as t -mov i ng?  Are  we  going  to  have  to 


wait  behind  it  and  in  front  of  it?  I 


uld  you  describe 


COL.  Th-ink  you.  I'oJ  .  WiJ.sh? 

ro:,.  WAl.^H;  The  anf:;wor  to  your  first  question, 
erpie.;<j:ire,  that  would  tie  the  hi  t.l  that  would  be  created 
1  i.'icl.'ir  i-y  !'l  n-.  I  Of! .  fo  these  vehicles  h.ive  the  ability 
withsfand  s  i  tjr. :  f  i  -in  t  'jverprcssi.res  and  thereby  survive 
nuclear  atta'-k.  In  other  words,  you  could  not  put  several 
few  n.rlcar  m  j  s  .s  j  1  e.s  .  o;  the  .gnviets  couldn’t  use  a  few 
-ind  kill  the  system.  They  won  •?  have  to  use  an 
ordinate  niimi'et  ot  their  missiles  to  attack  it.  And  in 


unacceptable  damage  on  him,  and  thereby  he  would  not  attack 
us  in  the  first  place. 

We  feel  that  with  this  particular  system,  that  with  its 
ability  to  dash,  and  to  gain  access  to  larger  quantities 
Of  land,  that  it  would  be  impossible  for  the  Soviet  targeteer 
to  successfully  attack  our  system.  And  knowing  that  he 
cannot  successfully  attack,  he  will  never  attack  in  the 


So  the  answer  to  your  first  question  is  that  there 
would  be  severe  loss  of  life  and  property,  but  through  the 
system  we  insure  that  it  never  occurs  in  the  first  place. 
Thank  you. 

MS.  THOMAS:  So,  it  was  just  my  understanding 
that  the  reason  why  you  were  looking  at  this  Midgetman 
system  is  one  of  the  factors  which  you  state  was  because  of 
its  survivability-  Then,  is.  in  my  interpretation  is  wrong 
then,  I  thought  you  meant  becau-c  it  was  able  to  move 
around  a  larger  area,  it  was  more  survivable  in  the  event 


COL.  WALSH:  The  method  by  which  to  achieve 
survivability  is  that  it  can  go  over  large  areas.  It  would 
be  impossible  for  the  Soviets,  with  their  reconnaissance 
systems  to  pinpoint  where  the  vehicle  is  and  then  re-tar  jet 
their  missiles  to  attack  it. 

MS.  THOMAS:  But  say  they  just  drop  one.  I  mean. 
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doin-;  so,  they  would  allow  other  aspects  of  our  triad  to 


COL.  BRISTOL:  You're  going  to  have  to  come  down 
to  the  microphone. 

COL.  WM.SH:  For  the  second  -- 
MS.  KARINEN:  !  just  wanted  to  say,  like  we 
wouldn’t  survive.  Any  of  us  here  would  all  be  dead.  But 
the  mi'  .lies  would  survive,  right? 

COL.  WALSH:  As  I  indicated  earlier,  the  prime 
pucpo.se  of  this  system  is  deterrence  and  by  making  the  enemy 
know  that  he  cannot  kill  the  system  and  you  ran  impose 
unacceptable  damage  on  him,  he  would  not  attack  in  the  first 
place.  That  is  our  prime  re.ison  for  being  here. 


MS.  KARINEN:  Btit  we  would  .ill  be  dead. 

COL.  WAL-SH:  The  answer  ic  your  second  q'.iestion. 


1  would  like  to  call 


,0  coi,.  ISAACSON:  I'm  I.t  .  Col.  Poti  Isaacson  from 

t9  SA*'  ‘fcadquarters  and  my  lob  is  to,  first  before  I  answer 

?0  th.it  question,  is  to  develop  operational  enneopts  foi  the 

.Small  U'BM  and  .ilso  state  the  re  pii  remc-nts  for  th  .t  syste 
22  As  far  as  the  convoy  is  concerned,  the  way  we  envisr 

this  is  that  with  the  inherent  secinity,  if  that'r  the 
34  questi'-'n.  I  believe  it  was  the  convfty,  wasn't  :t' 

2€,  COL.  PFISTni,:  Yes. 
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COl,.  ISAACSON:  With  the  inherent  security  that 
IS  beiiiij  designed  into  the  system,  th<it  is  dental  to  get 
to  the  wathead  itself  by  any  attacker,  that  we  »-an  have  a 
very  small  convoy  back  and  toith  between  the  base  and  the 
launch  facilities.  That  means,  that  1  would,  the  way  our 
concept  IS  envisioned,  we  w^uld  have  just  simply  a  road 
escort,  a  lead  vehicle,  followed  by  the  hard  mobile  launcher 
and  then  a  trailer  vehicle.  And  that  is  primarily  —  well, 
only  for  the  safety  purposes.  To  insure  that  the  road  is 
cleared  ahead  of  the  vehicle  and  also  that  nobody  comes 
up  from  behind  on  a  sharp  hill. 

COL.  DHISTOI.:  1  think  one  other  ..spert  of  the 
tiuestion,  Colonel,  is  whether  these  would  be  moving  slowly, 
or  can  you  give  an  estimate  of  the  speed  with  which  you 
think  the  c<invoy  -- 

COL.  If.AACRON:  The  vehicle  has  the  cai*abi  1 1 1 ies 
to  move  at  highway  speeds.  Normal  hnjhw.iy  speeds.  1  just 
drove  up  from  <7re.it  .valls.  and  I'm  not  sure  that  we  want 
to  drive  the  speed  that  we  were  cltiving  over  here  l  might, 
and  my  fellow  drivers.  It  will  .)0  at  a  much  lower  speed 
than  that  in  the  convoy.  I  would  speculate  somewhere  between 
twenty-five  .ind  thirty  miles  an  hour,  th.il's  the  w-iy  w*- 
envision  it.  back  and  forth  to  the  b.ise.  There  will  not  be 
that  m.iiiy  convoys,  there  will  be  patrols  and  they  will 
likely  be  done  <luring  the  icon  travelled  hours  of  the  day. 


COL-  nklSTOL:  Lily  W.ilkowiak. 

H5.  WALKOWIAK:  Audrey,  ;  will  spell  that  for 
you,  it's  W-a- I -k-o-w- i -a- k . 

Good  evening.  In  your  presentation  today,  in  the 
£15'  you  submit  Ced,  you  cfrscusned  that  there  would  be  a 
significant  impact  of  shor t-dur at  ion  on  the  transportation 
resource.  This  would  be  hard  mobile  launchers  moving  back 
and  forth  to  Halmstrom  Air  fotre  base  for  repairs.  Has  tnere 
been  any  plans  or  consider  a t ion  giving  to  having  satellite 
maintenance  sites  within  Lewistown,  Fergus  County,  to 
offset  some  of  the  safety  road  hazard  conditions  as  well 
as  save  the  Air  Force  guite  a  bit  of  money  from  travel  back 
and  forth.  If  there  has,  please  let  me  know  and  if  there 
hasn't,  please  explain  why  not. 

COL.  bVISTOL:  Thank  you.  Col.  Vialsh. 

COL.  WALLH:  I  K.id  a  Similar  inp.it  earlier  this 

evening,  1  think  that  i-.  a  very  valid  input  as  a  w.»y  to 
miti‘iatc  some  of  the  impacts  that  couLH  occur  from  the  move¬ 
ment  of  the  v«-hiole  hack  and  forth  to  Malmstrom  Air  Force 
Base.  And  it  cert.iinly  will  b»*  included  in  our  dt>cum«*nt  as  a 
mttigattve  measure  for  the  Air  force  to  consider.  Thank  you. 

MS.  WALKOWIAK:  I  guess  1  alr.o  bpetk  f r.jm  a 
selfish  point  of  view,  in  the  .sense  th.»t  there  ire  only 
expected  to  be  twerity  to  C'ne  hundred  new  peoj^le  in  Lewistown 
by  the  /«•.*:  iao2-'»*>.  And  so.  f  i '.'is  this  point  of  view.  I 
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wtnild  like  to  see  iiorso  mote  eionumii'  benefit  t.i  t'lic  .itea. 
And  I  thiiik  the  Aii  Por'-f  n.i;-.  been  .u.in.l  m  tiym-j  to  help 
the  po'.'ple  .iRsimil.p.'  them’  ty|v’r.  of  thingn  into 
tfieif  rnminun  1 1  1  OS .  .'md  .is  fi’ieti,  thm  wi-ul-I  be  .>  veiv  iioeil 
benefit  (ft  us  fo  h.ive.  Th.rnk  you. 

I'Cil  .  I‘.|<!;IT01  :  Th.iriK  you. 

I'Ol,.  WAM'.M:  Th.ink  yO'j. 

(ML.  lUl  IhTdi  ;  h' t  .iig  Ki—jer  . 

f1i<.  Kl'Cdfp;  p.o  .  1  evenifKi.  Kf.ii'i  F  i ‘iger  .  liir.i 
off,  uiven  tfii’  sex’ia]  prefnence  •>'  m.my  -iirmer.,  in  it  true 
ft. if  we  tsi'lht  expet  loii.'e  .ifi  epi.jrmic  <'l  All’S  III  fu'Tth- 


enfr/il  •■'lonf .111.1  when  thi-.  depi 
•  .'I  .  I'f/  !,'•  .1  . 

■vi(,,  W'Af.nM:  !  d.-n't 

11  .itniwet  th.it  'Piestion. 

.Ml.  .  K.V'  dl  i  lor: 

'•o;..  f'lMl'Tol  :  v;h  »f 
.’tv.  Ki'-l'in- r  -liven  ♦ 


per  lotl  t  .ikc:- 


I'l.ice? 


ink  it';i  ,ppr .g-j  ).i t e  /or  me 

n.iv«’  .iny  ’-it.i  ■>».  thu  ilieii? 
the  .pie?.»if'!i  .I'l.Tin,  Ki.iiii.' 
preieience  of  rwinv 


MIC-  ir, 
.Mi.l.fetm 


!i  1 1  we  rvi  jh '  rupee*  in  epulemic  of 
•If.*  I*  t  [>e  depl.'ymeni  *ime  foi  the 
' ;  ■  J  f  I  1  iin*  tier  .' 

I’l,;  <;<)  ihe.).!  witfi  yoiii  next  'luept  ion. 

1  fnive  T...I  e  tn.iii  M.r.t  t'l.if  . 

"I'F.':  V>h-,  '’tii't  we  .inswer  th-it  one.’ 

I'Ko'il.:  J  oisf  .fon'*  think  1 1  ' pet  t  I  nent 


t~  ther.e  pi ccecd i  rv:i  .  What  do  y  iu  rn’i-in  by  the  sexii.il 
picfeienv'c  of  many  .i  i  ( tru'n  ,■  Ai  e  '/  ,  impljiri'  h-  r.i'  •  ex  .;.i  1  ? 

M'l.  KVot'.L:’:  i'ei),  .p;..  ve:.  . 

•'OL.  hMl-Ty!.:  I  >lon’t  think  theti  'L.  .iny  .l.if.i 
to  sup{x>rf  th.it  th«'ie‘;-,  ,iny  .’teatef  fKimovexn.il  5.01  i-er to  jes 

i  n  t  he  m  1 1  1 1  iTy  *  h.in  wi  t  h:  ..p  .  !  t  m.iy  f.e  1 1.-,  *  t  *  e  .  pi«;s  i »  e . 

But  .;«■>  .ihea.i  wjth  tbe  next  fi.esii 

MK  .  K»d'<  -I  k  ;  Wi..i  .0  1  h.ive. 

how  m.iny  high  n.-t-.o-.i  .p  ilu.i’en  wr,,lrf  p 
educ.ii  icin  to  t>e.-ome  m.ile  or  female  piesti*  ,tes  :■  i  trie 
.lirmeti  ’he  .ne.l. 

'•'-1.  Ai.ii’i.  1  I':’’  t:.  ik  tr.,.’'s  li. 

ip|  t  I'l't  i  .1 1  e  nievtioj,  t,  . 

C('l  .  hi'IliTni.:  Fr.ii-  .  we  wn.l  to  .in:. wet  ill  p;es 

tionn  th-it  ti.ive  -iny  pe  t  *  1  neuf  e  .  .V:.d  y'-ir  .(.le-’i  .ite 

■  i<'i  'I'j  to  t««'  .1  m.i  f  t  e  (  .  I .  re.  "I  g  .  J'  .  t  1  ;  .c.‘.  ■-  v  1  i it  •- 

going  to  amo.jut  t,>  1 1;  tni»  we'ie  riot  goin’i  irep.ited 

to  .insw,M  lfi.1t  one.  [  d-ii’l  thli.l'  we  ine  it  i-'i 

•inr-wei  th.i’  .pie^ition  to:iii;l.’.  ‘.i.'.l  it  .  f  '  ii.i  1  !e 
.inswered  it  will  luxt  h.iv.'  tf  be  ,1 '.swft  fd  .1’  '  •  .t-veg-ier-.t 


i 


MV  .  Ki"  ol  V  : 

eh.i.'e  for  the  iu.ift  In 
Te’  h  who  in  opet-it  i  n.j 
tieiiii]  .«  nubs  1  d  1 .» t  V  •••I  I 


I  M  pit  1  • 

r  t  .1 1  emei, » 
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for  --  well,  one  of  the  subsystems  for  the  Hidqetsun?  ' 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Col.  Walsh. 

COL  WALSH:  I  would  like  to  ask  Ma^or  Van  Ness  to 
answer  that  question. 

NAJ.  VAN  NCSS:  Yes,  thank  you.  Hay  name's  Hajor 
Jim  Van  Ness.  I'm  an  attorney  with  the  AFRCK.  1  welcosie  the 
opportunity  to  clarify  some  of  the  paints  that  have  been  made 
in  the  popular  press  about  the  potential  conflict  of  interest 
question. 

I'm  goinq  to  do  so  rather  completely.  You  may  perhaps 
learn  more  than  you  may  want  to  learn  by  virtue  of  my  answer, 
but  I'd  like  to  do  this  as  completely  as  possible. 

In  1966.  Tetra  Tech  made  up  one  of  four  divisions  under 
Honeywell's  marine  systems  group.  A  separate  division  of 
Honeywell's  marine  systems  group,  the  space  and  strategic 
avionics  division  for  part  of  1986  was  one  of  three  aerospace 
contractors  under  contract  to  the  Air  Force  to  do  concept 
development  work  on  the  possible  use  of  ring  laser  gyrotech> 
nology  for  missile  navigation.  This  relationship  did  not.  in 
our  opinion,  disqualify  Tetra  Tech  from  doing  the  enviorn- 
mental  impact  analysis  for  the  Small  ICBM  system  for  several 
reasons;  one,  the  ring  laser  gyro  concept  development  work 
was  in  no  way  dependent  on  the  decision  to  actually  deploy 
the  Small  ICBM.  In  fact,  the  concept  development 
contracts  expired  even  hefetre  the  Legislative  Environ- 

t 
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mental  Impact  Statement  for  the  Small  ICBM  was  transmitted 
to  Congress. 

Two,  Honeywell,  IncotrAjrated  was  in  1986  totally 
eliminated.  In  October  of  1986.  Totally  eliminated  from 
further  work  on  the  Small  ICBM  navigation  system.  Before 
the  EIS  was  complete  and  even  before  the  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement,  which  is  the  subject  of  tonight's  hearing 
was  even  begun. 

Third,  even  prior  to  October.  1986  Tetra  Tech  had 
complete  authority  to  manage  its  day-to-day  affairs.  No 
one  in  Honeywell's  marine  system  group,  let  alone  tlie 
avionic*,  division  reviewed  any  portion  of  the  %K>rk  product 
prepared  by  Te'.ra  Tech  in  support  of  Legislative  Environ¬ 
mental  Impact  Statement. 

Fourth,  and  most  importantly,  this  EIS  is  an  Air  Force 
document.  Tetra  Tech  was  merely  retained  by  the  Air  Force 
to  provide  technical  assistance  in  the  preparation  of  the 
document.  The  Air  Force  independently  evaluated  both  the 
Legislative  Environmental  Impact  Statement  and  this  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  using  its  own  resource 
specialists,  and  takes  full  and  complete  responsibility  for 
Its  scope  and  contents. 

1  should  also  point  out  for  the  record  that  Tetra  Tech 
signed  conflict  of  interest  disclosure  statements  prej^ared 
by  the  Air  Force  on  August  S-,  1986  and  July  2,  1987  for  the 

uhn/  f  f>/i 
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Legislative  Environmental  Impact  Statement  ami  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  respectively. 

MR,  KRUGER:  On  the  transportation  of  the  hard 
mobile  launcher,  how  many  days  of  the  year  will  you  expect 
the  roadways  to  be  blocked  between  whichever  site  the 
missile  IS  coming  from  and  Great  Falls?  And  some  sub- 
gtiestions  that  you  didn't  address  earlier;  are  we  going 
to  be  able  to  pass  this  entourage?  Do  we  have  to  stop? 

Do  you  have  to  stay  belund  it?  Gan  we  meet  and  pass  it? 

Is  It  going  to  pull  over?  lust  exactly  in  practice,  how  is 
it  going  to  go  down  the  highw.-»y? 

rol,.  BRI.STOl.:  Col.  Walsh? 

<*0i..  The  LIS  identified  the  movement  of 

the  i  r  annpiir  t  ei  on  the  road  as  .i  m.itter  of  concern.  If  you 
!'.;st  t.iKe  the  pur<’  mathematics  cf  the  deployment  of  two  hun- 
•  irel,  lad  we're  i  nd  i ’.o  miti.illy,  hut  one  trip  pei  year 

h.i  'r,  the  h.i-"-'-,  th  it  wenid  no  i*i  two  humlred  out  of  three 
hindird  ‘^i^ty-five  J.iys  y<'u  expect  to  h-ive  I  r-msixir  t- 

or  o:i  sor.e  ooftion  of  ‘.he  rr'.i<Js  in  north-rent  r.il  Montana. 

The  *’xte[,t  'f  the  1  r.ter  feri'nce  with  traffic,  of 
•.';r*e.  ir.  n’lni  !>'  he  .lopen.leji?  ‘.|H->ri  the  present  conditions 
of  “hose  TO, id-  and  wn.it  icrioiis  the  St.ate  Highw.iy  Dep.irtment 
♦ak/’s  Ir.  impr'”.'*’  those  t  o.id.s .  There  .ire  other  mitigative 
me.is  1  rer.  ,  one  of  which  was  hrouchl  up  Toni'iht,  to  go  to 
•^.itellife  m.i  1  ni enince  ictivities  which  would  furthei  minimize 


movements  on  the  roads.  As  far  as  the  actual  actions  on 
the  road,  of  course,  depending  upon  the  size  of  the  road 
and  the  type  of  the  road,  passing,  etcetera. wi 1 1  be  allowed 
much  as  it  is  today  with  the  transporter-erector  for  the 
Minuteman  missile.  Thank  you. 

ro!  .  PRTSTOL:  Kraiq,  why  don’t  we  come  back  to 
the  balance,  unless  it's  one  related  to  this  one.  why  don’t 
we  come  back  to  the  balance  of  your  question.  I’ve  got 
about  ten  others  that  would  like  to  ask  some  suestions.  and 
then  we’ll  come  back.  I  see  you  wanted  to  make  a  statement 
as  well  and  we  can  combine  the  two  together. 

MR.  KRUGER:  Thank  you. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Mark  Hedgpeth . 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Would  you  spell  that  l.;sr  name 

ple.Tse. 

MR.  HEDCrETH;  H-e-d- a* p-e-t -h . 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Th.ink  you. 

MR.  HEDCrETM:  1  think  this  question  has  been 

asked  before  and  probably  answered  a  few  times.  Concerned 
about  the  overall  wear  on  the  highways  and  r^ywayti.  The 
•  rate  with  Its  long  vehicles  sur|X''»edly  ou-'  t.undred  five 
feet  long  and  weigh:^  one  hundred  ton.  I  d.ui't  know  how  many 
axles  It  has.  1  do  know  we  have  highway  regulations  on 
overall  lengths.  And  regulated  in  the  t  r  ans^v.- 1  .•«  *  ion  to 
people  that  haul  over  these  in.jhways  h-ave  to  p.ay  .an  over 
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Width  and  ovarwaiqht  load  Uuut  on  all  their  over  deal.  1 
wonder  how  the  Air  Force  i«  <30ing  to  pick  thii  up  on  their 
transportation  of  this  vehicle. 

CuL.  wALi>H;  I  didn't  quite  comprehend  that. 

Are  you  ashinq  about  the  overweight  vehicle? 

MR.  HEDGPETH:  The  ove rwe i ght.  over- length  over¬ 
width,  which  coiwnercial  haulers  do  pay  extra  for  all  their 
over-length,  their  over-width,  special  permits  to  move 
their  vehicles  down  the  road. 

COL.  WALSH:  Let  me  answer  that  question,  then- 
First  of  all.  for  the  normal  transportation,  back  and  forth 
to  the  maintenance  site,  the  vehicle  will  be  configured 
so  that  the  axle  load  satisfies  the  state  standards. 

Second,  normally  when  a  commercial  hauler  pays  license 
fees.  It's  for  the  additional  maintenance  that  the  stale 
may  be  required  to  perform  on  those  roads  because  of  this 
type  of  vehicle.  In  this  particul.ir  case,  the  Air  Force, 
through  the  defense  acres.s  roads  process,  is  trying  to 
determine  what  the  state  needs  to  do  to  fix  the  roads  for 
our  system  and  then  we'll  pay  the  state  to  make  those 
improvements  to  the  road  for  our  system  to  use  it. 

HR.  HElXjrETH;  Th.ank  you. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  sir. 

Thomas  t.  Longshore: 

MB.  LONGSHORE'  C.entJemen.  n.ime  is 
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Thomas  £.  Longshore  and  I'm  a  businessmati  here  :n  Lewistown. 
I  also  work  part-time  for  the  Lewiatown  Fire  fiepartaent  and 
the  Lewistown  Ambulance  Service. 

Quick  coBunent ,  i  agree  with  everything  that  you're 
doing  and  X  think  we  need  ,<orc  of  them. 

Now.  ny  question  is.  dealing  with  the  emergcnry 
services  what  platis  do  you  have  to  help  tram  us  here  in 
this  area  in  order  to  help  you  in  case  of  an  incident.  Vou 
mentioned  some  real  high  astronomical  odds  uf  something 
happening,  but  myself.  I've  been  on  several  runs,  ambulance 
tuns,  where  one  of  the  mobile  launcher  erectois  was  on 
its  Bide  at  Winifred. 

Thcie  was  one  time  I  went  on  an  ambulance  run  where  a 
pickup  had  (lipped  over  on  the  hill  going  towards  Forest 
Grove.  And  there  was  two-man  st'  .sitive  material  with  the 
people  and  they  were  injured  and  they  needed  treatment.  We 
kind  of  had  a  hard  time  treating  them  because  they  diUn’r 
want  to  compromise  their  oate  lal. 

There  was.  I  believe,  a  warhead  .jansporter  that 
flopped  on  a  hill  out  neat  Stanford  that  they  had  soise 
interesting  times  with.  And  also  ut.e  oJ  your  arrvjred  cats, 
one  time,  I  roke  open  ‘.'n  a  wre.-k.  Ai.d  imagine  that  is 
all  a  matter  of  record. 

1  want  to  know  what  you've  jot  set  up  to  train  us  t.o 
help  y>.n  people  in  the  case  that  s'^mething  happeiis.  and  it 
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probably  will  event  u.ii  ly  ■  .So  that  we  can  access  your 
people  and  help  them  with  either  f i  e  or  emergem-y  medical 
problems.  oi  whatever  the  case  may  he. 

roL.  WALSH:  t'o  1  .  Isaacston,  wo-il  l  y«>u  t.ikc  th.»t, 

please? 

rOL.  ISAACSON:  The  concept  of  operation  ayiin. 

I'm  going  back  to  that  fr  itn  a  user’s  perspective.  SAC.  w.*  at 
SAC,  of  course,  the  supervisor  for  .Malnstrom  Air  Force  base 
are  working  th-  safety  issues,  both  with  the  ballistic  mis¬ 
siles  office  and  within  our  own  headquarters  to  insure  that 
the  design  Incorporates  the  sort  of  things  that  arc  necessary 
for  safety  and  to  mitigate  the  sort  of  dis.isters  that  you're 
talking  about,  or  emergen.- 1  ea  .  And  also  wi'hin  the 
buildings,  within  my  he.idgu  1  r  t  er  s  ,  we  .iie  worki.n.j  the 

proced'U  «’5 .  if  you  will,  .»(  triin  time  'o  defermine  wh.at 
those  sort  of  emergenrje.s  that  you  ,»ie  *alkini  about  .oiild 
be.  We  don't  envision  this  being  more  'f  -•  problem  thati 
Minutcman,  prol.abl/  less.  Thank  you  very  m-ich . 

MV.  loNr.SiMVF;  Okay.  !  inderftt.m.l  what  yog'ie 
saying,  biit  .tr<  i  l.-uits  .Jo  h.ippeu  .rnd  it  may  not  have  really 
■  in’o  t.ne  plarining  .trea  ye’,  bu*  we  eii.uinly  would 

ij>pi  er  I  ,tsy  injut  ■’I  pe-iule  t*iit  y<’/  send  .Jrwn 

tn  'fair  In  order  fo  hrlf..  yo.J  people. 

Co;.,  ISAACNi’N;  That’s  wh.at  :  'm  trying  to  say.  I 
didn't  put  It  vary  clear.  We  are  prepared  to  woi h  with  the 


commun  1 1  i»*s  for  those  sort  if  details.  And  we  have  ‘.he  over¬ 
all  program. 

MR.  t.ONf.SHi.'RE:  Thank  you  very  much. 

COL.  WALSH:  We  shall  make  sure  that  y  ur  input  is 
considered  in  t he  El S  and  is  di  r ecied  t<  the  uppt  .  p:  » ate  au t h< .f  r t  los . 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Jeff  Sheldon? 

MR.  SHELDt'N:  I’m  loing  to  kind  nf  reiterate 
questions  that  I  asked  at  thr*  first  scopung  he.inng. 

Basically  because  i  --  I'm  not  sure  that  1  got  en.'-uuh  of  an 
answer  out  of  the  Draft  EIS.  The  question  1  a8k«»rt  the  first 
time  around  it.  why  a  California  firm  js  doing  the  EIS  when 
Montana  firms  ar«  more  capable  .and  Iwtter  qualified.  The 
answer  I  g'lt  f r''m  Mr.  w.ilsh  .tt  that  time  was  --  was  th-it  it 
was  --  Tetra  T'*oL  got  th,»t  on  a  rcmp'et  1 1 1 ve  bid.  Yet  I 
sit  here  tonight  and  listen  to  th»  figure  of  eighty  percent 
<'f  the  pecple  in  the  program  in  Montana  being  Montanans. 

Yet  I  look  through  that  EIS  and  of  the  sixty-four  peopl" 
that  prepared  that  statement,  not  a  single  one  i;.  a  Montanan. 
Not  a  single  one  lives  ih  Montana.  Not  a  single  one  went 
to  a  Montana  college. 

I  guea.s  if  eighty  percent  of  the  Montanas  had  written 
It.  that  tIS,  maybe  we'd  be  placing  th'-SO  things  in  the 
Napa  Valley.  Golden  Gate  Bridge.  I  guess  --  is  this  setting 
a  trend  or  is  there  going  to  be  a  policy  impl<*rw»r,ted  tr 
employ  Montanans  who  ar»  bearing  a  sign  i  f  lean*,  a’*  urt  '  f  the 
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risk,  systen-widc  in  the  prograoi? 

COl..  BRISTOL:  ThanK  you.  Col.  Walsh? 

COL.  WALSH:  Yes.  Now.  to  your  first  question, 
the.e  wjs  j  njtiunal  compc  ti  1 1  a  r,  fo,  a.e.s  say  envi  rormental 
c.wetns  to  compote  to,  th,s  pa.ttouU,  p.oqtaB.  At  th, 
time  ue  had  the  oomt»l,tioh  ue  di.l  „t>t  know  what  the 
basing  mode  was  going  to  l.e.  not  did  we  know  the  locations. 
So  we  looked  .it  comfi.inies  based  .j;.,,,  their  ability,  proven 
.tbility,  to  do  this  ,ob  ot  the  rajibre  that  we  wanted.  And 
to  (io  It  ha:.  I  iM  1  I  y  ai  rc'ss  the  country. 

In  that  Comiietilion,  T.-tta  Tech  won.  I  shogld  note, 
though,  tha,  they  have  had  extensive  ek|>etience  in  working 
0,1  proiects  in  the  Montan.i  .itea,  both  tor  the  Anaconda 
.Vinih.j  Company  as  well  as  '  „  tne  '...s.  Geolonical  .Survey, 
as  well  as  f.ir  the  nnvi  roiimeiita  1  Protect  ion  Agency  .  Putther- 
more.  they  have  t  ec.-.gni  red  the  concern  th.it  you  have  raised. 
As  a  matter  ot  l.i  t.  we  have  loc.niniied  that  on  out  pievrous 


KISS.  Yi>u  ]  j 


V)!  state  and  under¬ 


stand  the  incri<-,i  ICS  of  .1  stifv  fiovemment .  state  fjn.incing 


and  state  taxat 1  tm . 


makces  ;..od  ;ense  to  hire  people 


from  the  ioc.il  arc,.  :o  y.>u  have  better  understanding  of 
what  the  impacts  mght  be.  Ar.vl  m  doing  they're  work, 
they  htive  h.»  i  a  funs  i der  al  :«>  at-ount  oj  sub-roiit r arior s  . 
incl  filing  such  ;eopl.‘  js  Knviiiinmciu.il  Systems  Rese.Mch 


I *is 1 1 1 ut «> .  ntu'- 


Histotir.l  Resc.iji'h  Instit'itc. 


Montana  Natural  Heritage  Program.  Morrison-icnudson  Engineers. 
Nichols  and  Associates,  and  Western  Technology  Engineering, 
dguAi.  i.'.j  'T'*  ttiwii-  local  input  into  the  analysis. 

So  that  we  understand  the  local  conditions  better  and  have 
a  more  accurate  pro]ection  of  what  the  impacts  are. 

Now,  as  to  your  third  question,  with  respect  to  the 
percentage  that  I  quoted  this  evening  of  eighty  percent, 
we  anticipate  being  Montana  residents  being  hired  by  this 
particular  program.  There  is  no  guarantee,  of  course, 
that  It  will,  in  fact,  be  e .ghty  percent.  How  we  enacted 
that  analysis,  we  looked  at  what  the  needs  of  the  progr^ 
would  be  and  we  looked  at  the  availability  of  the  appro¬ 
priate  labor  within  the  region  and  we  found  that  this 
eighty  percent  of  the  case  there  is  available  1  .bor  in 
the  region  to  satisfy  our  requirements. 

Now,  we  did  similar  work  in  Wyoming  and  the  percentages 
were  approximately  the  same.  And  we  had  a  monitoring 
efforts  in  Wyoming,  this  is  the  peacekeeper  and  Minuteman 
silos  pro>eci  that  substantiates  that  particular  factor. 

We  do  make  extra,  we  cjnnot  guarantee  work  to  Montana 
companies  when  it  romes  to  the  construction  as  1  indicated 
to  you  in  the  scoping  meetings.  But  what  we  can  do  is 
“^--k.iqe  oui  t  •  d'  so  "•i»  the  companies  from  Montana  can 
compete.  We  car.  pack.igc  them  so  that  local  companies  will 
have  the  bcndinu  rapacity  to  actually  •ii.ikc  a  bid.  We  can 
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•Ilsii.i  W1M<  With  fhe  i-orrp.ini«»s  .*s  we  diiT  in  Wy.-imi n.-j.  to  teach 
them  hvrw  t.-i  -.t/tipetc,  or  huw  tc  l.-j  j  on  proie.-t, 

’  With  thirt  c>;  .ictiy.fi,  wc  h.ive  h...l  notable  «:.,.-r-ess  m 

*  WyoTTiii'i  with  abiKi*.  sevcti  •■'i  •  *  f  1  een  prime  '••'iiti  ..U''  .t.mi: 

*'  tf,  wyominu  inimpari  j  »‘s  ,  ..nci  sixty-five  subc  nra -.iv^r 
*>  fifty  peiceiif  i'f  the  t  .ic  * »  goitig  t..  the  Wyrim.i:».: 


asV  ti'  see  .>  nor.- Ivp  loyment  option  identified  in  the  CIS 
That  .sf>ells  nut  the  e}te''tR  of  spnr.linu  ati  <■<}•, ivalent 
•amount  of  money  '’»n  a  system  th,jt's  being  spent  or,  this 
system  on  ei-oiiomic  doveli-pment  .and  i  n?  r  .as  t  rue  t  ur  e  in  the 
sf.ite.  Why  w. isn't  th.it  addressetl  in  tne  Ki"r  rimple 


<  01,  rip:;;'rf'i  :  cti.  w.iish. 


hiairi,  f,h.|t  i-!  :,i,  ;,jt  mtec  k,f  wh.at  is  .imhg  r  h.ippMi-, 


Wl  f  h  MOJit.l-..,  ,  H  ; 


t  h  It  ,  tnv.M  c  ■  •  ,1  i  I 


imp.inies  1 1 «'  .-..mj  et  ,  t  i  ve  . 


I’ll  b.’ :  M  i  }  I  :  I  '  wpi,  T  V  -  o  I  ;r.  *  n  1  1  1  :  on  .1, '  1  .  » r  s  j  '>»  yn  »r  i  r^put  . 
rho  -.p  •.  ••,.1  I*'!-,*  I'l  ii<c  t.-.  m.ike  •- 


t  .  1  1  i  1  ii'i.  .f.'l  1  »i;. .  ; 


;  Wovl'l  t,i  s»?o  --  I  ii'.ess 


cn  a  1 1  r  r  f.  1 1  ive  was 


le.i  ir.'i.  thn  ri'?.  t  r.  t-- 


b’ok  .It  .thot  w.i'y  s  cJ  spend:  t) ;  the  m.-cic,  that  w.js  lek^uired 
f  I  the  ptofv)sr.i  action  in  the  ire.i.  Thank  y''-. 

■Nf'.  5.>=fM’''N;  wh.it's  STr,\,' 

■'ic  .  W-MSt':  Sir-*  IS  Ni*:.-nal  F 1  t  o  rjBon  *  ,1 1  Poli.r-y 


-vler  whf.'h  wp  -il*'  prop-u  1 


V  i  r  ■‘M-'cn  t  1 ;  :  m.p.a  .•  t 
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.»fiJ  I’.J  t'!  S«'**  yi'i  (111  I  » 'I-i*  «■  th.»»  .•li*!  I’d  ilki*  t.i 


'■Oi..  BhlSTut:  l.'ol. 

<Ml..  KA:.S»:  rMJ»  ’s  •.  I  .'r*  i'^iutI  i  s  »  cjii  to 

I'lstitute  .»  .  ivil  -leli-nac  piojr.iin  and  > ‘-'t  .in  opfjon  of  th« 
Alt  K.iire  ai  this  timi-.  t..i  th-tefoti*.  »f*s  not  a  ro-juir®- 
ment  ot  »h.-  lo  an.ily/o  H  m  f‘f‘5- 

.  !'HVl,lxiN;  ¥i>'u  --  y<»‘ir  aludy  would  influeni'e 

.«  roti'Ufss  1  una I  opinion.  I  -  •  •l  !  <*xpec-t  .  though. 

Bfi  1  SToi.t  I  ’m  s.ii  I  y  > 

MP' .  Yi.jr  study  wi  uid  influ«rn»"«'  a 

Oon-itussioiMl  MpjtMot,  •»,  tMs.  rorie.l?  Jf  they  ha.i  the 
faits  in  .1  nivjdy  like  this  they  ^.'Ould  nwko  a  Jecitnon. 
I'eih.ips  they  haven't  rw»d«‘  .t  derision  l>e«aiise  the»-e  s  no 


WAi  :d!;  The  esH  has  » ns t  r or  t »>«1  the 

leiiite  iti  I  n  .  1 1  • '•'jrctd  .*  I  Inip-i''t  t  .1 1  em»7.s  t 


.1 1  M.i  I  P-;  1 1  offi  All  V'.  I 


rl  the  ll  IfhX 


h.is»*.  That ‘a  pie.  isejy  wh.it  the 


»  rul  1 V  M  1  wh  I  i>iU  '■  I* 


d>'wr»  ooi  roads.  but  theie  aie  twu  left  I  thmfc  that  I  hive. 
The  first  (’tit  IS  f.ir  Mr.  Van  hess  arid  the  previo  -  .^uesti-ifi 
also  talked  about  this.  ijthei  that,  this  cor.tfact,  for 
the  En.  ironmenta  1  Impart  St.iteme/it  prepared  by  --  )</..  said 
it  was  a  n.arine  systems  'jtoup  •-  prepated  tor  a  state  that 
is  practically  a  d«sei *  '  oes  the  Honeywell  'orjxiraticn 

have  »ny  other  contracts  with  the  department  of  i>irfet.£e  at 


C'OI-.  WALfiH:  They  have  do:*-  several  contiai'ts  for 
the  Department  of  Defense.  Two  that  are  notable;  tfie  shuttle 
at  Vanden  Berg  Air  Porn-  base,  ar.d  t  h*'  deact  i  va  t  j  >  in  of  the 
Titan  II  missiles.  They  have  done  a  <'>>ns  i  der  ab  ■  .»  atnour.t  of 
the  Environmental  Impact  studies  in  the  region  of  Montana, 
as  I  indicated  eat  1  ler  fui  the  f.s.  Ceologir.i J  S..^rvey,  tor 
the  ''.S.  'nvitorBuer. t.il  rici>-.  tion  A-jency,  as  we  11  as  for  the 
Anarotida  Mjnin.i.  So  they  have  hart  ror.s  :dei  able  experience 
throughout  th»»  I'nited  St.iies  ir.  ir.iitets  of  these  -.onierns 
••iri.J  fh.-t* 's  why  .jjix.nc  othei  thirvis  we  .h.-se  i  herr'  fvi  th.s 


MM.  HLAt'K;  My  .ithei  guesiion  was  for  you.  Mi. 
s.j  V.  .  m-tde  a  'afe/refir  eariiet  and  I’m  not  sure 


tfiei  t  .  ••  I  .i-.it.  1  f  y  !'  Jm  .1  f,i..  It  a  ♦.I'ltclojy.  but  when 

asked  aN-ut  the  . -vet  pi  ess  u  t  e  .inf  the  s.iv  vat'ill^y  of 


l.g,  arid  if  this  is 
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t  he  A ;  t  I'  u  L’l.  ;...  I  !■  ,  .  w-  ..  I  /  . 


•  l  •  f;.i*  •  )■..>  Hm;  w  .  I  :  he 


•-.uperiu?  wh'i  sp'  ke  i*. 
f.h.it  tl.r*.'.  hai.f  ff.'Iii'-  I  ,«.,r.i-f)et  s  a  r 


h-V'!..  t 


Will  su t  Vi  VI'  •itid  ' 


F.-138 
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und«r«t<ind  why  we  h«ve  to  do  whet  we  heve  to  do  today. 

But  1  grew  up  with  the  mtsiles.  I  watched  the*  drill 
the  first  test  hole  fur  the  Minutemans  in  --  east  of  Belt, 
back  in  I9t0.  1  was  employed  cn  the  NinutCMn  missile  in 

Conrad  and  Lewistown  in  'bS.  b  and  so  1  feel  like  I've 
got  a  little  bit  of  background  in  it.  It's  sad  that  we 
have  to  have  them,  but  until  they  can  have  meetings  like 
this  and  Environmental  Impact  Statements  in  Moscow,  Tripoli 
,inn  I'r  ►‘'ir  ih  what  we're  going  to  have 

to  live  with.  1  would  like  to  see  someday  the  ability  to 
tear  them  all  down  and  possible  the  S.D.l.  will  allow  that 
if  we  ever  implement  that. 

I  do  have  ine  concern  that's  very  important.  1  believe, 
for  all  of  us  in  central  M»jntana.  And  that  is  the  highway 
between  here  and  Great  Fails  is  treacherous,  at  best.  1 
drove  several  thousand  milos  back  in  the  bO's  to  Conrad 
from  the  city  of  Belt,  where  I  grew  up,  and  they  at  least 
have  a  four-lane  divided  highway  to  Conrad. 

Sow.  we  have  more  Minuteman  missiles  than  they  do  in 
the  Conrad  area,  but  we've  had  to  live  with  this  outdated, 
outmoded,  two-lane  highway  for  about  thirty  years  ii>nger 
than  we  should  have.  A.nd  I  htrongly  urge  you  to  consider  a 
divided  highway  between  here  and  Great  Falls,  which  is  many, 
many  years  C'verdue,  with  this  Midgetman  missile  system. 

It's  probably  one  --i  the  worst  hi*".ways  in  the  state. 
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It's  got  one  of  the  most,  highest  traffic  levels.  Between 
Belt  and  Great  Falls  is  one  of  the  top  five  of  the  state 
of  Montana,  I'm  sure  you’re  aware  of  that  by  now,  'or 
traffic.  That's  without  any  growth  or  any  miss  -vs. 

So.  1  want  you  to  know  that  if  you  have  to  build  these, 
and  there  is  no  o  .e  in  I'l.s  room  or  probably  in  the  United 
States  that  wants  missiles  or  wars,  but  if  we  have  to  have 
them  to  keep  out  freedom,  to  detei  the  Khadafis  and  the 
rest  of  the  world  that  would  like  to  have  our  country,  then 
you're  welcotse  heie. 

COL.  BaiSTOL:  Ken  Byeriy. 

MR.  ByERLY:  Mayor  J-^ck  Humphrey  had  a  council 
meeting  tonight  and  he  regrets  very  much  that  he  coul-ln’t 
be  here.  He's  glad  you’re  here:  he's  impressed,  generally, 
with  your  statement. 

He  did  have  one  suggestion,  which  has  already  come  up. 
He  wonders  if  it  wouldn't  be  practical  to  have  a  maintenance 
unit  here  in  Lewisto^'n  and  save  some  of  this  traffic  back 
and  forth  between  Great  I’alls  and  Lewistown.  Thank  you. 

COL.  BRISTOL;  Thank  you,  Mr.  Byeriy. 

.lohn  Lubinus. 

MR.  LL'BlNUS:  I  --  I  came  to  this  meeting  tonight 
not  knowing  where  your  --  where  you  were  going  to  site  your 
Midgetman  missiles.  When  I  look  through  your  little  blue 
thing  here,  I  find  out  that  N-B  is  not  in  there,  whic.h  makes 
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me  very  hanpy  fir  i  selfisr.  ic-ason.  :»eciuse  I  live  e 

hundred  eighty  {ee?  from  N-8.  And  f.>t  th.at  re.ason,  .  -- 
!  cotrpl  irr.ert  yoi.  people  fer  t.iki-.t  ut.:-  ccr.'.  ider  at  lun  the 
h.iman  env  i  r'.'nmen?  .'f  these  missiles. 

3  think  most  nave  beer*  -lo 'cf  '.eighhors  to  these 

missiles.  I've  rone  throi-ih  yo  ;r  process  her“.  1  was 
here  1:1  Match,  .ind  I  was  scared  to  death,  .'i  seated  guito 
♦.hor.’ ..  ih  ly  ♦ht.‘.,ih  1  r.ewsfM^ief  release  Ihit  s.iid  we  wo'e 
i-'ifri  ’  .1  have  ru  move  s,.m«tnt?ig  like  >-,•  t-'  «;ever.ty-f  ive 
homeowners.  3  dil  s.bmit  a  written  testimc'ny  on  my  home  and 
all  the  hom.es  tnat.  have  ijeer.  b'..ilt  .p  ;r.  my  ar»»a,  and  so 
firth.  An.d  >01  did  te';;or.d  that,  .and  y-'c  di.d  mention 
V  ■  ,r  Uj  this,  ind  st  f.-rth. 

3  i-  !,  «ve  s.'r-c  ♦ofijjt.r,  i*-.  j  'hro.jih  this, 

•,  .V.;  --  •  ■  .t  pi  'p  =e,i  »  ‘i.'n.  It  says  tbit 

f  c*p.»nded 
1 j  es .  H  'wevet , 

I..  i  1  l  t  IPS  . 
tci nat 1 ves , 

V  splfish 

r  :  ■  I  ^1.  se  'wei.ty  1  siple  het'.a..se  if 
•  -c.  a-.j  I'r  '...fc  the.  ’t«-  :  n  the 
\i;  f  V  .  k-  'w,  --  .ird  3  thir.K  i*  yoj’ie 


QCing  to  pwt  these  missiles  close  to  inhabited  homes,  wtiy 
I  think  you  ought  to  flx-'ve  those  missiles  sorbewhere  else 
and  help  those  people. 

That's  what  I'd  say  here  tonight.  I'm  very  happ>-  to 
re-id  this  little  blue  thint  as  I  said  earlier.  Thank  ycu. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Mr.  Luhir-S. 

COL.  WALSH:  fan  I  respond  t.i  that,  please? 

COL.  BSISTO: :  fol.  Walsh? 

Col.  WAL.'iH;  Yes.  the  twenty  Ifs  identified  there 
were  the  naximu-  r.  imber.  it  we  chose  the  wrenu  Ifs  or  the 
Ifs  tnat  had  inhabited  facilities  witb.ir.  the  expanded  safety 
20ne.  As  It  t.!jr,s  out  we  were  able  to  meet  our  oper a t lonal 
r  fwj  nrements  and  avoid  ill  cl  them. 

CO:  .  LPISTo;:  Tc'C  ‘lli't. 

•M? .  13  1IOT:  Ve.ih .  ry  n.ame  is  Totr 

I  didn't  quite  vi.-.vderst.i:.ri  the  forrvit  tc.r.i  ih*.  >  I'r 
pfipabiy  lointj  to  slir  1  tew  .luesticns  in  here. 

I'm  a  member  of  1  ■'  i  i  e  r.  t  r.J  'o  r  1 1  y  hes  •  i '  t  ’le  ;  n  i  ’  ea 
.‘^tate?  and  that  is  the  i- vi>'it  y- :  i  ve  per'.'e'it  ct  Amerioans 
who  are  oppo.sed  t.,'  devr  1  r'pnie:i t  .  I'l  depl ''■yrier.r  'f  .id.;  1 1  icna  * 
nuclear  weiiporis  .  I  think  wc'te  <ilent.  n,.iir;.y  be'iuse  we 
f.jst  can't-  «;ee[Ti  to  'let.  our  message  acics*:  tn  •’■.e  <  -r.  :tess 
If  the  military  that  wo  ust  dt  n  '  t  wart  .iny  a;;it:-r.a. 
nu.-lear  weapons.  *  wanted  t'  emphisi-*  t'  '.he  heie 

tcnioht.  that  my  ktKiwiedje  the  depl  .ymri,?  •  ."di-r  f-r 
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EV2-1/I26 


DOCUMENT  125 


DOCUMENT  125 


this  systara  has  not  been  approved  by  Contjress. 

COL.  BklSTOL:  Thil's  cortact.  It's  a  pro(x>8al. 
It's  not  a  decision.  it  hasn't  been  funded.  Pnd  ona  of 
the  purposes  of  toniqht's  hearing  is  to  qather  information 
so  a  decision  can  be  made  within  out  government  of  the 
executive  and  the  legislative  together. 

MR.  ELLIOT:  So  this  is  still  somebtidy's  idea 

at  this  point.  And  I  thinK  that  we  don't  have  to  allow 
this  sytcn  to  be  deployed.  We've  spent  twenty-eight  million 
dollars  on  an  EIS.  most  of  which  went  to  California.  And 
we  can  stop  the  funding  on  this  program  by  working  through 


one  question  1  had.  in  looking  at  your  vehicle  usage 
charts,  most  of  the  issues  tonight  have  been  taken  with  the 
HML  moving  up  and  down  the  road.  But  in  fact,  there  are 
quite  a  number  of  other  vehicles  that  will  be  moving  a.s  a 
result  of  the  program.  1  figure  ninety-three  th-.'usand 
trips  per  year  on  a  one-way  basis.  So,  I'm  curious  of  how 
many  accidents  will  occur  as  .a  result  of  that  increased 
traffic,  how  many  fatalities,  and  how  many  of  those  fatali¬ 
ties  will  be  in  our  highest  risk  group,  which  will  be  our 
teenage  sons  and  daughters? 

Now,  also  as  another  question.  Col.  Walsh  has  said 
several  times  that  there's  no  possibility  of  a  norleai 
explosion  on  the  ground  with  this  sydfom  because  the  weapon 


system  is  not  activated  until  it’s  in  the  air.  And  1 
assume  that  you  use  some  form  of  teleoietry  of  something 


real  trust i m  fell 


bas ical ly  .  faut 


there  are  a  couple  ihix,gs  that  1  have  a  haid  time  trusting. 

One  is  a  nineteen  year  old  An  “orce  kid  driving  a  two 
hundred  thirty-seven  thousand  pound,  fourteen  wheel,  off-road 


vehicle,  and  the  other 


18  an  Air  Force  colonel,  net 


•  personally,  of  course,  but  an  Air  Force  colonel  wr  '  tells 

*  me  that  missiles  won't  explode.  1  wish  that  you  would 
address  the  possibility,  as  remote  as  ir  may  be,  of  an 
explosion  in  the  transport  mode. 

Another  problem  that  1  have,  there's  lot  of  excitement 
about  the  temporary  influx  of  construction  and  military 
people  with  the  program,  especially  over  the  dollars  that 
It  might  generate  for  the  local  economy.  Have  you  also 
considered  the  impact  of  the  many  potential  long-term 
’’  residents  that  will  not  move  to  cential  Montana  because  -- 
as  a  result  of  the  growing  public  distaste  ic.r  nuclear 
>9  weapons . 

?<>  1  feel  like  this  is  an  urnecessaty  weapon  system.  We've 

?'  got  enough  n. clear  deterrents  in  the  world  today  to  kill 
?2  fifty-eight  billion  people.  That’s  enough  to  kill  every 
?3  man.  woman,  child  in  the  world  twelve  times  over.  It’s 

24  a  dangerous  system,  it  costs  too  much,  it’s  hard  --  in  my 

25  mind.  It's  hard  to  protect,  because  it's  a  mobile  system,  it 


DOCUMENT  125 


eseal.ites  the  arms  race  and  is  a  first  strike  capable 
weapon,  it  increases  our  chance  of  nuolear  war,  not 
decreases  it.  W<.tst  of  all,  if  divort-s  a  Jot  of  economic 
and  human  resources  away  from  educ-tfjen  o’.d  .i<iJ  irul  t  ur-i  I 
and  other  things  fh.it  would  muko  this  j  stronoci  and 
better  country. 

Most  of  us  here  in  .Montana  grow  things.  Wr’ie  tuned 
into  Che  cycle  of  life,  yrowin.-  .ai.d  .teating  life,  we’ic 
not  part  of  thi.s  death  and  destruct  ii>ii  business.  1  iust 
think  it's  time  for  u.s  ,olks  here  in  M*Tnt.-ina  to  .jet  a  hold 
<;f  the  rope  and  pist  say,  "Th.it's  enu'ioh."  Th.ink  yon. 

<;oi..  hRISTot.:  Thank  yni,  sir. 


M.S.  Miri.'HFLL:  My  iume  is  hooky  Miti-hell,  I  am 
the  Are.!  Field  Consul  t.int  for  the  r.irly  ■'htldhood  I'lOiect, 


To  be-.nn,  i  would  like  t,*?  stale  rhat  I  an  ques- 

tjonini  my  !ie,,d  t-’r  a  stion-i  dcfcrisr  »nd  the  need 

f  ,-i  he  .•••or  vigilent  o(  the  Soviei*;.  I  am  ag.ain«=t  the 
hiiilluT'  o'  iiii'le.ii  .iin':.  The  megatonn-i  :e  in  the  wr>i  Id  is 
rniMiu!.  to  kill  fiMy-<’i.iht  hilliou  pe.-ple,  ..>r  every  prr-->n 
now  livitKj,  twelve  limes,  hir  '"urrent  'MiH'ejifs  of  w»nnitui 
•  iral  I'lSin-i  have  been  t  enlcred  obsolete  by  nuric.ar  technology. 
The  oniest  between  the  r.s.  md  Soviet  linior.  must  stop  or 
•  ir  worUi  will  he  l.li’Wii  ip.iit  by  our  n  ‘-leu  weapon  .irsen.il. 
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Action  must  be  taken  to  reverse  this  course  and  part  of  that 
action  must  be  no  more  nuclear  •■eapon.s. 

Now.  j  would  like  ta  aJdrc.ss  yi'ur  EIS. 

COl,.  BRirro!.;  I'ouia  >n.i  Cwne  1U5*.  1  little  bit 
closer,  that  mcropliune’.s  iloing  some^hmo  funny  there.  I 
don't  know  what.  Maybe  if  yi^u  were  a  little  bit  .-luser 
to  it  it  will  nolp  out . 


inform  •-on  that  voters  in  this  ■.ommur.i  tv  t  «iied  t.:'  pir 

hi.:h  S':honl  m'  I  !  levy.  because  this,  t  tee;  rh,. 

the  tls  adiire'iaiiM  tne  imp.u't  ii,  c  ;i  j.„i  i  ..  r,i  ■.  i  s_.  : 

IS  no  loii.-jet  •vili.l  .md  necl-.  t  •  be  r*'T  .1  -I'e-i. 

Next.  I  wi.^uid  like  to  refer  -.uiu  tci  {>.i  je  4~i7k  of 
EIS  and  1  quote,  "With  rhe  <■  tu-ttu-ti  it,  i-f  iIMI  ’=n»'lter 
the  .Glided  TOivement  o;  the  hmT  .mu  rililaiy  vehi,  '  e^ .  !• 


local  residents  and 


X- r V  wrMild  bec.ohie  m-ro 


the  exmterut'  .'f  the  ni'^sile  lepl  riont 
feel  that  >ou  h.ive  ,'i<->t  ade.ju.it e ly  addi 


cope  (1*  milifiiy  vis 
Fi  esent  ly  ,  inej  «> 


liity  iiul  m(vvpr^e'lt 


in  a  Third  k,.tld  dxiiitiy  he.-mse  ■ 


.ire.i;  guns  jx^inte  l  .»t 
convoys:  milit.ity  1  i 'Oj.'or  s  : 
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etcetera.  Will  Third  World  nilitary  activity  be  a  part  of 
our  life?  Please  be  specific  as  to  the  visibility  of  the 
military  and  increase  in  military  activities  in  our  comnun- 


Last,  but  most  important,  1  would  like  to  address  your 
failure  to  comment  on  the  psychological  effects  of  the 
Midqetman  missile  program  upon  our  children.  Our  children 
live  with  the  threat  of  nucleai  war  every  day  of  their 


According  to  research  of  Hazinski  and  Va lasco-Whitsel 1 , 
one  of  the  major  fears  of  school  agers  is  nuclear  war.  A 
recent  Roper  poll  showed  sixty-five  percent  of  one  thousand 
eight  to  seventeen  year  olds  were  very  concerned  about 
nuclear  war.  It  is  also  my  understanding  --  oh,  it  is 
my  understanding  NEPA  states  that  socioeconomic  impacts  must 
be  addressed  by  this  EtS.  It  is  also  my  understanding 
that  the  purpose  of  the  scoping  was  to  identify  significant 
issues  for  study  in  the  EIS.  I  strongly  feel  that  the 
psyrhologica 1  effects  of  the  vidgetman  Tissile  program  on 
our  children  fits  both  of  these  criteria. 

When  our  children  view  a  hard  mobile  launcher  traveling 
down  the  road,  when  they  encounter  soldiers  in  fatigues, 
with  guns,  when  they  have  to  yield  to  a  military  convoy  on 
'‘am  Street,  they  become  frightened.  Our  children  are 
frightened  because  they  understand  the  threat  that  nuclear 


'  war  poses.  They  are  scared  the  world  will  be  destroyed  and 
^  nothing  will  be  left. 

3  1  have  an  eight  year  old  son  ivho  wakes  screaming  at 

*  night  with  nightmares  about  the  %«orld  being  blown  up  by 
missiles.  Our  children  arc  effected  by  the  visibility 

^  of  the  military  and  missiles  in  their  environment.  Knowing 
^  that  our  children  represent  our  investment  in.  and  promise 

*  of,  the  future,  your  failure  to  address  the  effects  of 

*  the  Midgetman  missile  program  on  our  children's  psychological 
*0  well-being  indicates  to  me  that  you  do  not  believe  that  a 

”  future  exists  for  them.  Thank  you. 

’2  COL.  BRISTOL:  Charley  Karmen. 

'3  MR.  KARINEN;  Yeah,  my  name  is  Charley  Karmen. 

1^  And  I'm  a  teacher  and  a  parent.  And  1  am  from  Montana, 

I'm  a  native  of  Montana.  And  I've  lived  in  Lewistown  for 
•6  the  last  seven  years.  I  guess  that's  for  the  benefit  of 

1^  our  local  press,  so  they  don't  get  it  wrong  this  time. 

‘S  Well,  they  claim  that  I  was  sel f-proclaiiued ,  so  1  want  to 
1%  make  sure  that  it's  straight. 

20  Well,  first  of  all,  1  know  that  you  are  all  well-meaning 

21  here.  I  don't  look  upon  anyone  as  an  evil  entity  or  any- 

22  thing  like  that.  1  would  like  to  ask  how  much  money  does 

23  the  Midgetman  program  cost? 


COL.  BRISTOL:  We’re  really  into  the  comment 


25  period,  now. 
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MR.  KARINEN:  Well,  Okay.  I'll  givewh.it  I  heard 
and  you  c.in  correct  me  i  f  I  say  somethinij  wrong. 

Fifty  million  --  Iifty  billion  dollars,  is  that  right? 
Okay,  I'll  re.id  a  comment  here.  Every  gun  th.»t  is  made, 
every  warship  launched,  every  rocket  fired  signifies  in 
the  final  sense,  a  theft  from  those  who  h.m  er  a  .1  are  not 
fe<i,  those  who  are  cold  .and  not  clothed.  This  woild  in 
armn  is  not  spending  money  .ilone.  it  is  sfiending  the  sweat 
of  Its  l.iborers,  the  genius  of  its  scientists,  the  hopes 
of  it  :  children.  This  is  not  a  w.ay  of  life  at  all.  m  any 
true  sense  un<ler  the  c  loud  of  threatening  war,  it  is  human- 


I  went  to  our  l-jcal  library  .irid  .-herked  this  book  out 
I  could  become  .i  little  more  educ.ated  on  the  arms  race 
d  nuclear  w.ir  .  And  I've  hoard  several  comments  tonight 
h.jw  the  whole  thin-i  is.  For  every  one  billion 

en*  !>v  the  I’ent  rjon  ini  the  priv.jte  sectoi,  twenty-eight 
e.iu.ifid  iiro'  t  lud  indire'-f  j  ifis  ire  -re.ated.  In  your 
,  It  S11  I  thiity  to  one  hundred  ivibs  m  t.ewisiown.  That 
utirir-  like  \  ..iltry  .imount  l•.■^mp.1  red  t<>  fh.if  twenty-eight 


ok  that  name  one  billion,  y-i'i  roul<l  create 


»y-twe  thnui. an.)  ’ob« 


ew  publie  t  I  .tnspor  tat  ion, 
sed  foi  pcrsoiuil  -onsumpt  ion. 


jijv'rif  foi  education. 


kind  of  makes  me  mad  when  I  read  in  here  and  see  that  a  screw 
for  the  Minuteman  II  cost  thirty-six  bucks  and  -- 

COL.  BRISTOL:  What  text  are  referring  to  there? 

MR.  KARINEN:  This  book  in  called  Missile  Envy , 

The  Arms  Race  and  Nuclear  War ,  by  Ur.  Helen  Caldicott. 

You  might  want  to  read  it.  it's  pretty  good. 

A  tiny  electronic  connecter  plug  for  thr  FB-lll  aircraft 
whic.h  only  cost  S7.99  m  now  costs  r'726,8b  in  1903. 

Aluminum  ladder  whicn  you  can  go  down  to  a  hardware  store 
and  buv  for,  I  don't  kr»w,  sixty  bucks,  cost  Sl.67fc.OO 
dollars.  I’d  like  to  know  what's  g'-'ing  on  and  I  don't 
know  if  you've  addressed  cost  overruns  in  this  program, 
what  arc  we  going  to  look  at  in  that? 

Our  taxes  are  'loing  to  go  up.  We  defeat  our  mill 
levies  in  our  schools,  but  we’rr  willing  to  pay  this  kind 
of  crap.  1  don’t  .inderstand  it.  Thank  you. 

co;..  Thank  you.  sir. 


MK.  BARNi'P'iVF.R: 


- 1 -n-a- r -o-v-e-r  . 


MR.  BARNiRr>VFR:  A  •••'unftv  with  over  two  1 1  i  1  1  ; 
dollars  .*f  nation.il  debt  m;r.r  t.e  prudent  on  wtiat  we  sp'end 


before  the  inevif.abl 
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evttdbJe  c'ost  ovenu}}.  E^^en  the  Oefense  Ocpartme^nt  iS 
expressing  comern  about,  ihe  weapon  system  being  too 
expensive.  Suiely  if  the  De'ense  Uepertment  is  concerned 
about  the  cost,  we  should  be  very  apprehensive. 

The  'isruption  of  oi.r  rural  lifestyle  that  the 
construction  and  deployment  of  the  Hidqttman  missile  would 
have  on  central  Montana  is  another  concern  1  have.  We 
haven’t  begun  to  comprehend  the  logistical  complications 
of  having  a  fourteen  foot  wide,  one  hundred  and  five  foot 
long  transport  vehicle  running  around  on  the  public  highways 
and  county  roads.  I  pi.y  poor  utocKirkin  who.  while 

moving  his  stock  along  a  county  road  with  a  steep  bank  on 
one  side  and  a  sharp  drop  on  the  other,  meets  head-on  with 
one  of  the-e  vehicles. 

T.i  ugh  the  Draft  EIS  suggests  relatively  little  impact 
to  our  waterways,  wildlife  and  landforms,  I  sense  a  deliber¬ 
ate  attempt  by  those  responsible  for  this  incomplete  docu¬ 
ment  to  gloss  over  these  very  important  features. 

Another  major,  though  unassessed  concern  1  h.ive.  is 
what  are  the  short-  and  long-term  impacts  on  humans?  What 
psychological  impacts  will  this  create  on  our  children? 

Even  though  the  Hidyetmar,  is  purpoired  to  be  .i  second- 
strike  weapon,  it  certainly  would  have  the  capability  of 
being  u.sed  for  a  first-strike-  No  matter  what  it.®  stated 
purpose,  the  Midgetman  has  the  i>oteiitial  of  killing  millions 
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of  men,  women  and  children.  How  mj.'-.y  -.hildren  ind  adults 
believe  they  will  be  .innihilated  by  a  met  roi.;,'' i  tar  war? 
Sure  It’s  hard  to  measure  these  very  petsi^nal  impacts,  but 
it’s  not  acceptable  to  detiy  their  irijot  ra  nee .  -ind  tney 
should  be  evaluated  in  the  final  docurent .  Why  aren't  the 
costs  associated  with  the  mining,  enrichment,  fabrication, 
decommissioning  and  very  long-term  waste  storage  of 
radioactive  materials  assessed  in  the  Draft  IIS?  Ur  is 
this  another  one  of  those  hidden  costs  that  is  del iberately 
overlooked . 

Jn  the  final  EIS  you  should  evaluate  how  to  protect 
us,  the  citizenry,  from  plutonium  with  a  half-life  of 
twenty-four  thousand  years.  You  should  also  address  f>ow  to 
protect  the  strategic  elements  from  terrorists  and  the 
unimagined  poss • b -  1  it ies  of  our  earth  mother  will  likely 
someday  reveal  to  us. 

I'm  sick  and  tired  of  Being  held  hostage  by  the  threat 
of  a  nuclear  war.  We  already  have  land,  sea.  and  air  based 
nuclear  weapons  delivery  systems  with  an  overxill  factor  of 
ten  or  more  for  all  military  and  civilian  targets  in  the 
Soviet  fnion.  How  redundant  do  we  need  to  become,  and  .how 
much  can  we  afford?  It  seems  the  people  who  gain  from  this 
and  other  similar  proposals,  such  as  Star  Wars  and  the 
MX.  are  the  defense  contractors  .tnd  the  politicians,  It's 
time  to  stop  this  men-i-e,  motiv.»ted  by  profits,  fear,  and 
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pOrK-b.irrei  {xi  1 1 1  ic  i  ins  .  Inough  of  thi.s  myopic,  idgei- 
minded  mia.si  le-moiiget  mciita  1 1  ty  . 

.Many  Motit.in.in*!  .irv  exper  icncj  no  tough  economic  times. 
Thi.s  makes  ur.  more  vulnenble  to  .».-crj  t  itvj  .i  prijwsal  that 
promises  jobs,  f'or.s  ider  i  ng  the  t  lon.i  I  fed»*i.»l  tax.-s 

all  of  ■i!'.  will  be  .isses!;e<i  foi  this  costly  system,  it  will 
be  of  iio  itf.il  ecofiomir-  <)itr  to  is .  Howevr  ,  if  wc.  -i-J  a 
state,  were  appro;. r -ate<l  just  one  ncrceiif  of  t.hc  c?;fjm,.-ed 
costs  of  the  .Midoe»ri.»?>,  or  five  h  indi  ed  million  dollars, 
we  coiild  develop  one  of  tho  finest  edtuMtion.il  systems 
aiiywheto.  Additionally,  we  could  f  UMfVf  pn-.-oRi,  mi 

f.i'  jlitiev,  to  live  Mont.uia  aat  i  c;  1  f  u  r !  prc-d-jcei  .»n 

oppoi  ruf.i  ty  •''*'>  ■■'•'I'a’  'O  thoif  lef.-.je  they  leave 

t-ne  ctato.  ,rh  prouiirr  W''i.i-d  r*‘VJ'ilj/<-  'nr  C'-n'orny  .i-ul 
provide  our  children  with  more  <n  r-i.- 1 1  ve.  p  iiM-.seful, 
irid  enr  I -"h  j  iKi  c.p;,.ir  r  .n  1 1  ies  th-*ri  n ’w  ..vist. 

We  h.rvc  1  hoi  e  t-  m.i«.e.  l!  we  opt  foj  rhe  Midgetman, 
wo  Icr  lof,  ....rselves  ind  l.ifjro  ger.er.jf  i-.nr,  with  -an  extrenely 
ci:.s  t  iv  .  dohaf'i  1  i  *  .!»  ;  n-i,  o..vi  l•^n^.eI.J.l  i  ly  f  u.-f  j  Vo, 

•  r-itei  I  •  1  i  I  .  jei.fof-  I  -’ir].  .moj-iliy  ,-..ir.ipt.  and  i  twlundant 
-y-.fom.  o.j.p,,.,,  --  cto, thin  lorn,  ,.,mpai  r. 
foil  ind  m.idnos-:  to  coo  the  i-  .litios  in  which  rheie 
wi-u.fr-  1'  I  'III  lo.ii  c'nfli-.'t-  II  we  as  hutn-an 


..po 


,  |  impi’C/o  .'ji  I 
i  T  f  .Tci-ot di  n  1 1 


.  t  e , 


wo  nus  t 

?h  how  wo  cond'u 


our  personal  life. 

1  want  to  thank  you  fot  the  oppe-r  t  ur.i  t y  » o  commoni . 
cot,.  SPISTOL:  Thank  yOu,  .'im. 

Hobert  Kc  1  lehor . 

MP.  KFLl-EtlE;' :  My  name  is  Ri-ihci  »  Kellohor,  nvy 
ad-lres”  is  t.he  Kelleher  law  Office  >1  i^C  .Irand  .‘'.■onue, 
Eillings,  Monta-'j.^ 

My  ippeai  aru  e  i a'l  -in  i  :,d  i  v •, d  i-i  I  .  M' !  i  '  -'P'  *-h 

♦  ipt  of  the  ho.Ming  ro’jnthot  with  -i  •''':■>•  tho 

billing  ff-r  costs  of  copy  cif  rhe  s-ane  is  |o,.pr-tod  to  i-e 
m.»  i  led  to  my  '•!  f  ice . 

,\n.!  I'll  <-o-.fir.e  my  tem-irkr  *<■'  *-‘i' 

Oopl''ympn’  of  rhe  !'‘'i''i  HM  -  I  u’>e  'h*  i-it:  iis  c.*' 


.».-tot,ym.  The  dey  1  •  ••, -cn’-  'f  iho  i-.i",  fiv 
i!i  n*'*  '••itjix'i  toil  I'V  ,ile-iu.ito  o;.- 1  I  r.mon*- 1  i 
.in  loi^iired  by  the  recent  de.,- i  •< ;  ot.  -f  The 
Co.it  of  At'po-«  I  ■  .  ’h'  I-  If*e- 

Peagun.  When  »hf  p;  ',,ird-.oi  t- 

nourii  *'d  .1  recoiit  sfiee-'h  iiven  by 
M  l  )■  >j  r;ono  I  .» I  R  l  ch:i  t  1  M  •  ..  .n  1  •  i’  ,  ,  >•;  ii  T  , 

He.KlguartPr'i  nAC ,  .t  wus  '.tited  'hi'  .'-•v.rr 
si-e.ik  .ilx-iut  the  MX  lepl.ciMj  r  h.'  M  i  n  .  ^  ert-tn 
.\rt.i.tllv  -jfiders  rand  no  «.ix-.^o  ihc.,*  ‘he  Mv 
rrpl.u'ipg  'he  Mld'ie  t  m.i  n .  i'..’  T‘'e  I  taf'  i  IN 


>  •  .1 1  e~o::T 
.  ■  1  ;  „  ;  t 
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does  not  adequately  discuss  the  impact  on  the  environment 
within  the  mcaninq  of  the  KrMti.is  or  the  Earth  versus 
Reayan  as  set  forth  by  the  Eiqhth  Circuit. 

Ill  that  case,  the  Court  aqreed  with  'ileq.ition 

of  the  Plaintiff  that  “fEIS  fail'  tt>  discuss  the  environ¬ 
mental  impacts  of  the  intentional  use  of  the  projected 
usually  luciqea  qivo  the  court  reporter  a  rest  once  in 
awft  lie. 

col..  URltiTOl,:  1  qot  a  lot  of  comments  about 

th,jt,  hut  this  one's  very,  very  tulor.i.il  with  me. 

MR.  Klll.l.EHL'R:  Well,  you  .it  least  owe  her  a 
bottle  of  liniment,  I  thuiK. 

I'll  repeat  that  last  [lart.  I  quote,  "The  PEIS  f.uls 
to  discuss  onvi ronmenta I  impacts  of  the  intentional  use  of 
the  projected  MX  mii. silos."  Likewise,  the  (sicl  BM  Draft 
niii  does  not  discuss  the  environmental  impact  of  cither 
the  accidental  or  intentional  use  of  the  Jsicl  BM  .is  re¬ 
quested  by  the  majority  in  the  Eiqhth  Court  --  Ei jhth 
Cl r <'u 1 1  doc  1  s I'ln . 

Also,  within  mo.ininq  of  the  recent  I'ircuit  Court 
decision.  "The  l'l'ir>  is  inadequate  beca -s«  it  does  not 
discuss  altoi native  businq  modes." 

I  noted  there  was  same  tfiscussion  about  whether  to 
use.  I  think  i  oar  t  h-covei  cd  h'nisinq  facility  of  some  sort 
oi  .1  fubrirated  inility.  hut  I  don't  think  that  satisfic<l 


the  requirement  of  the  Eighth  Circuit  opinion.  Also,  the 
initial  Draft  Els  does  not  cover,  once  again,  in  the  words 
of  the  Eighth  Circuit,  "Appropriate  mitigation  measures 
for  removal,  handling,  tr.insportation,  and  stciage  of  the 
Minuteman  III  missiles."  Which  I  understand  the  Minuteman 
11,  Minuteman  Ill  are  to  be  replaced  with  the  MX  eventually 
and  with  the  Isicf  &M  or  Midgetman  missile. 

Sub-paragraph  (g)ll)  section  999.1$  of  32  CFR  calls 
for  a  discussion  of  possible  abandonment  of  the  project, 
according  to  the  Hay,  1987  issue  of  Air  Porte  Maoazine. 

The  upgrading  of  the  [sic]  BM  or  Mid  letmun  --  I'm  sorry, 
strike  that. 

Upgrading  of  the  .Hinuteman.  "Mil  insure  viability  of 
the  weapon  system  beyond  the  year  2000."  If  this  is  true. 

It  would  appear  that  there  is  no  need  to  replace  or  add 
additional  missiles  such  as  the  [sic]  BM. 

The  Draft  EIS  fails  to  consider  the  number  of  auto¬ 
mobile  accidents  and  deaths  —  and.  Colonel.  1  note  that  the 
CFR  says  that  you  are  to  avoid  a  lot  of  repetition,  and  I'll 
try  not  to  be  repetitive,  since  the  matter  of  transportation, 
I  realize.  Colonel,  that  it's  already  been  discussed.  But 
It  does  not  --  the  Draft  EIS  does  not  consider  the  number 
of  automobile  accidents  and  deaths  that  actuarially  must 
occur  because  of  the  HML  is  more  than  one  hundred  feet  in 
length  and  it’s  fourteen  feel  wide  .-^nd  bisad  on  its  weiuht. 
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Will  require  at  least  thiiteen  .ixle.s  while  ditvinq  on 
Fergus  County  ro-ids. 

Althouiih  ceripial  tjore/ke  claimed  th.tr  tfi..-  ny.I is  -- 
to  ISO  hi:?  phi. ISOS  •-  "Won't  be  on  the  lo.nh;”  i.r.Ie.ss  they 
must  he  moved  to  countei  a  Soviet  U'fiM  .Jit.aoc. 

The  Draft  Fin  states  that  this  vehicle,  weighinu  two 
liuttdced  thirty  thousand  pounds,  c.iii  achieve  speeds  up  to 
fifty  miles  an  hour  .irid  is  capable  of  travel  on  a  paved, 
uiavcl,  .nil  lirt  ii'Mdn  ari.i  i-.ipabio  oj  opciatiiig  night  ami 
d.iy  uruiet  ,i  1 1  weafh<T  ceno  1 1  ions .  Further,  the  ficn.ite 
Aims  nrtvires  ‘UTur.  1 1 1  ee  Report  on  >  Natioii.il  Defense 
,iut hoi  I 1 1  on  A''t  for  I  r«  M.»y.  I'igTj  stated  that 

"Ai'M  V 1  r  if'‘?  1  fi  support,  tr-r  the  liMl-  development  shoulii  iftai-h 
•he  highest  prill  ity  to  a-o-.ur  i  trq  that  the  launcher  is 
-ompifible  with  repoite'l  opcr.it  ion  ou  .iv.ulible  ro.i.fo.  in 
the  VI'  I  :i ,  '  V  "{  >!; 'utpm.in  lauiiohei-;  with  the  t^m,i  1  I  --  where 
•h-  I'.mil!  !■  DMs  wi  I  ;  f-n  ‘■-jsed."  r.tge  104. 

I'Rl.'Tril,:  Mi.  fUdlehei  -- 

Mi'.  Kl'l  HIP:  I'm  ulmo'-l  finished,  r-ii. 

'■;i;  .  I'H  I  :'7'< ‘I, ;  nk.iy,  JO  .ihe.itl  ai.d  conclude.  I 

•-•I'  :i  1  j  ti  .  t  ftilt  yo..  mgh*  «•  ir.t  t.v  submit  the 

li.,  1  lU'T-  .'f  fhif  I'M  'hi'  lei'-iid,  but  if  you'ie  I'lose  t*’  the 
■  ••1  :  i'll  .1 1  I  cw  '.'''ll  '  ■ '  .-o  ii.  -  I  i.ir  . 

.MU.  VfM.n'I.U;  ;;it,  I've  --  jeaii.  I'n 


The  Draft  ElS  states  that  --  otherwise  1  would  have 
given  to  the  court  reporter  so  she  wouldn't  have  to  do  all 
this  --  the  Draft  EIS  states  th.it  each  of  these  twu 
hundred  HMDs  will  make  at  least  one  round  trip  from  the 
launch  to  the  base  for  m.iintenance  on  .sn  annual  basis. 

Finally.  1  think  that  an  alternative  basirivj  mode  should 
have  been  discussed  in  the  FIS  as  far  as  geography  is 
concerned.  1  think  the  Eln  should  have  discussed  placinj, 
actually  placing  the  Midgetm.in  or  iSic-  BM  ir.  the  south¬ 
western  United  States.  t  teaii2e  th.jt's  partially  a 
political  .-lociKion,  hut  1  think  it's  also  ar,  env  i  ronmental 
impact  dei'ision.  in  that  the  Soviet  .s  ubmar  i  oe.«  .ire,  I 
holievo.  gerigr.iph  ica  I  1  y  wi'il'l  be  closer,  usinu  the  Pacific 
as  .1  b  ir.e  T<'  launch  t.owatrtu  c.ister:.  Morit.in.:*  than  they  would 
in  the  southwestern  part  of  the  "t.ite?  where  they 

are.  It  would  be  .t  latger  desert  aie.j  ;,,f  them  to  --  to  -- 
to  be  bise-i.  And  1  think  it  filled  ti>  ,-or,:'ide7  tr,i-  piosent 
t  echno  1(1  1 1 .  M 1  skill  or  orgreo  tnit  tl'.c  :«.ivierr  ri(-iw  h  I've  in 
subm.uine  l.aunched,  then  dir  in  i  inrirhed  miE^iles  ind 

the  *',,tiirc  capabilities  --  in  the  ne.ii  f'.tuie  i;>al' .  1 1 1  i  er. 

.>f  .-ioviet  la  cu'h  'i  the  submit  i  ru'’  launch. 


Thar 


.•1  . 


r.ll  .  liHirT'.’l, 
WAM'H; 

fill. 
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.  n  . 

I'ol..  WAL:;ii;  -U^^t  a  low  ••'irmientr.  J ’ti  like  to  make 
w  ,  t  h  iL'spcct  to  yout  lomiiiin. 

first  of  .» 1  i  ,  thfte  is  f>o  ijifentiori  ot  the  Goverumeitt 
ti'lhf  flow  to  j  ojTK.'vo  tho  Miniitcni-ui  11  o*  ili«  Miiiutem.in  III 
mir.silcu  lioRi  thoii  uilos  at  Malmstioir.  An  ront-  Base.  So 
It's  not  d[n>topriate  (oi  it  t*i  lie  coverc.l  ii  'nis  tlS. 

HK.  Fxruse  me.  air,  l  ijidii't  he.ir. 

Theio  is  or  l:i  not? 

lOt.  HAI.SII:  Thoro  is  tiot  .  There  is  not  any 
pru{j<>sal  to  >  emove  Miimtcm.ifi  fl  or  Ml  nnteiiMJi  III  missiles 
(tom  thesif  h^iles.  So  that's,  why  it*s  'lot  inrluded  in  this 
{j.if  t  uuJ  If  ns.  Forihei  more  ,  the  consideration  ot  othei 
lids'in<]  miKles  and  ether  hasinii  l-ji'ationa  iiiclndini)  the 
southwest  w.is  .iccomp  1 1 shed  in  the  l.mji-. l.*t i vc  EIS  tiiat 
was  provivlinl  fonu'css  tn  November. 

And  1  wcjnlil  like  to  .v^jlc  Mi  .  Van  Ntjr.s  to  m.ikc  a  (ew 
cornmonts  with  ronpeei.  to  the  fi<}hth  I’ltcuit  I'ooi  t  Bulins> 
please . 

.■4AJ.  VAN  NKSS:  It  is.  of  <'o«;r.se,  jH>sSlbJe  (or 
two  attorneys  to  i  ead  piev'ii.ely  the  s.imc  •h'-nimenl  and 
ic.ict;  i.ither  i  em.M  k.ilily  .httfien*  \  •  aic  I  us  icns  .bout  what 
the  ••curt,  sai'l.  Imt  hacinu  iiid  th.it.  l«-t  me  .jiv*-  wli.it 
w*?  l.elieve  oiir  view  >'t  that  Court  -iecisii'n 

In  ti.e  Conn  t  OSS :  ona  i  IniE*ctive  that  was  -it  »  in  tl.e 


MX  lawsuit,  that  i Fiieii’in  ol  thf 


1-a.s  Mea<jati. 


C.*ny»ess  limited  the  v  oi..*  .1  the  Vt\  KIS  the  deploymor.r 

and  peacetime  operation  oj  th  system,  nut  v'on.n  es;.  anioi' 
tnnatoly  did  show  sjmewh.it  ambi.pjo  js  1  y  .  t  ly  ,  the 

Kiqhth  Ciicnif  in  the  teceni  dec  i  s  j  u  n  .  ilet  «■  r  m  i  ne<l  that  thin 
limitation  applied  only  to  'he  lirst  twenty-.>ne  MX  missiles 
deployed  and  intimated  that  the  MX  I'lh  shouiO  hace  been 
brooder  in  scope  with  respect  to  the  lemainin.j  twenty-nirn* 
MX  missiles  scheduled  for  deployment. 

As  to  this  EIS  in  the  198b  bOD  Authorization  Act. 
Coiwiress  clearly  and  an  atr.bi  yuous  1  y  limited  •■.•'..pe  t"  the 
discussion  of  the  environmental  impacts  asioc  lated  w.th 
the  dep loyment  'ml  peacetime  operatioti  .  (  me  umall  U  iiM 
at  specifically  seleclcti  sites:  jn  this  case.  .Ma  I  ms  t  r.im 
Air  Force  Base.  Accordi  no  ly ,  it  is  o-;:  view  that  much 
of  the  Fic;hth  Circuit’s  iJerision  is  not  uermane  t..  this 
EIS. 

Ad<li  t  lorial  ly .  the  fKjhih  Ciicuii's  decision  i.i  the 
MX  cane  did  not  conclude  th,,t  the  MX  EIS  w.is  ;  naditipja t e , 
rathet  the  Eighth  Circuit  aimply  -Jef.iled  con’.raiy  to  the 
Veder-il  District  Ctj-.irt’s  ••.nlini  .leijsioii  that  the  ^  .‘..i  i  1  erire 
to  till*  MX  flS  cO'jI.I  be  heard  aru  <!.•.  by  f,/ie  cr.  nr  t.r. . 

I’nnnoii-.ent  ly .  thi’  Idgnth  .'..••ui'  >  e  t  ii  i  rn*' 1  'he  vise  tn  itie 

evii’tfl  l.'istiic'*  -'oujt  iti  l.iivoln,  Ni.-bt  as,  k.i  ’  cr  trial  and 
ultimate  r  osio  I  u  t  k-h.  The  Eintith  Cit'  dil  ;i'd  •leteimine 
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that  M\  r  I  c,  »>ith«-'  itli'pMi.-  .'i  I  n.i  j«'-pi )  t  ,  it  It.'t  fh.it 

las;  to  1 1)..  i'  (vioi  a  1  P  i  '  i  i  • »  c, .  . 

>•  '1..  rh..n«  V  m  sesn. 

h  if.v  M.u 

M'v.  MAl'.'.hiN:  Ih.i*''.  M-  t  . 

■:j,  .  I'l*  I  •  -Vhit  «  •  iphi  .n,. ,  j-.  i,.>t 

as  too. I  I',  trie  •-'hei  s:,  yu  tu-iv  w  t.  i.;  -i 

t  ’  d.-> 

•'</.  MAI'-.l-IN;  I’Jl  it-m  ltd'  lield  oit 


,  .h  tt  IS  r.-p 


i  till  -  IS  wn.it  I 

I.I  evi’li  mI  in  .•yes.iio, 

•  ill  'l.is  whei;  1  set* 


!  '-'in  1  kii'^w  -I'Ki'.t  .inybi'dy  j  n  the  room,  y.  it  wh*'h  !  see 

'*  '“J".  ‘t!  Its  |'r..!..vit  s'ato,  1  m,.  w  i  I  1  i  ei,  .  Aiii  th.--. 

‘  .lie  g  •  ,1.  ,  t...  '  I  ,  pi..  I  I  j;  s  1  /p  ,  di  1.1,  1  e  !  .1,  i  wi  '  h  .1 

4  Cl, pi,.  nhol'e:  .  I  -hu.k  whit  'h.‘y'i,. 

■■  h'  -*  to  ITij-  I t.o  ,1  thit  ru  rtit  . 

•  Also,  1  ..«,•**  in<-i«-.i-i«''i  ti.itli..  No  r'.i'ii,.  fi  -ant  , i  ...is,- 

"  *  i.-rtinj  a  v--if  h.nir.'t  l-io?  .  s;  <  .'.rtr-i, 

-  ?o...  «,.|o  •:.,i..,„u'n  tnr.  V.  ,y  to  d.*-!'  Vai;-  .  l"-  y.  r',t,i;i. 

S'  -IS  a  wh.'U*.  1  see  i  tn' 1 -'.is,*.!  pt-'S;,uti'  ,ji'  .s  1  1  '.c  i  \ , 

o  l.jw  i-ii!  '>1  ''«'m«-nt  .  •-.  In  I  ,  t  ■  ■  nli.  ,  1  O'  i  1 '  .  1  1  1 1  .♦a-  ,  -t'  i  1  i  • 

h  '.«•••.  in-l  l.ud.|i‘t  '.hor  *  ! .» 11 .  ‘0,  ..•.i':.-.'. 

i:,  money  W.l.t,>.l  ..n  i  nr:.,  t  . wh  :  :  ‘ 

t«.  I-'i*  .  Ift  .IS  -i  f..T  1  I'l,  r.t  'hi-  t‘i..  -4 1 .  *  i>.  •  m.i  ■. 

.»  T 

»r«'  p-v:il«v  .«•»■»  It-;  n••.,.^lvr*  vh,p,  -s  1,..  r,.-.  1 1  i  j 1 .  • ,  n*f 

A.  '!-»  .'Ippo  «'  f  '  I  4  mi  n-i  t  •••  t  •>  1 1  WI'  '  i  I  r  1  1  •  h.  1  I"  ,  till 

-'ll  lo-.t  .»  1  .  ..oi  ,  ,.,i  [u  ,  i  -•  pi.  '  r  :  ■!  ,  . 


.>•.  I-iw-  iinp.i<'t  .  Af.-I 


lit  I  I  1- 
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’  peace." 

'  I  am  morally  opposed  to  spending  money  on  nuclear 

^  weapons  while  people  in  Per^jus  County  and  around  the  world 
*  qo  hunijry.  while  children  die  of  starvation.  l  am  morally 

^  opposed  to  spenditi'j  m<'ney  on  nuclear  weapons  instead  of  on 

6  cures  for  diseases  that  kill  people  daily.  I  am  morally 
'  opposeil  CO  Bpeiidinij  money  or  system  that,  if  used,  will 

0  poison  the  wotUl.  instead  of  spending  money  on  solutions 

**  f.i  ciirient  fxjl  1  ut  ion  problems.  1  am  morally  opposed  to 
’i-'  sijcnuing  our  money  resuiitces  .»nd  best  minds  on  developing 
"  tiucleji  we.ipon  systems  while  out  educational  system  decays 
V  and  many  adults  Can’t  roail.  How  can  we  morally  support 

'3  using  that  tremendous  amount  of  money  on  nuclear  weapons 

while  human  beings  suffer!’  Please  think  about  it. 

'5  It  states  in  the  EIS  that  the  purpose  of  the  EIS  is 

'6  to  study  the  human  impacts  of  deployment  ot  the  MidgeCman. 

’’  H:im.«n  beings  are  a  higher  species.  We  cannot  only  be 
IB  impacteil  physically,  but  intellectually  and  psychologically 
"i  as  well.  yet  the  Air  Force  refuses  to  study  anything  but 

20  the  physical  impacts,  staling  an  obscure  decision  from  a 

21  nurleai  power  plant  case  in  Connecticut,  1  think  it  is.  It 
.■»?  has  notning  to  do  with  nuclear  weapons. 

23  1  believe,  will  not  deployment  of  the  Hidgetman  impact 

mS  intellectually,  psychologically,  as  well  as  physically? 

2S  Uo  we  know  how  our  children  will  ho  psychologically  --fleeted 
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either  consciously  or  sub-conscious  I y  by  seeing  huge 
vehicles  carry  weapons  on  our  highways?  Kids  don’t  forget 
that  quickly.  Things  bug  them  more  than  we  realize. 

The  other  day.  I  was  looking  through  a  magazine.  There 
was  a  picture  in  the  magazine  of  a.n  undercover  policewoman 
handling  a  pistol.  My  five  year  old  son  --  he's  five  years 
old  --  son’s  comment  was,  “Was  that  the  student  who  shot 
the  teacher?"  That  was  seven  months  ago.  Psychologi v al ly 
damaging  things  stick  with  children  much  more  than  we  choose 
to  believe.  This  -.5  one  of  the  many  question?  not  addressed 
by  the  study. 

Has  effects  of  non-deployment  in  the  use  of  this 
money  for  the  use  of  human  needs  been  stuaieil?  It  hasn't. 

It  seems  that  people  are  looking  at  the  deployment  of  the 
Midgetman  as  an  economic  boost  to  central  Montana. 

Let  me  end  by  presenting  you  with  two  scenarios.  We'll 
start  with  Mr.  X.  Mr.  X  is  a  small  business  somewhere  in 
the  midwest,  let’s  put  him  in  St.  Paul.  He  wants  to  move 
his  family  out  of  the  city  and  his  business  also.  He  wants 
to  move  out  west  where  he  can  en30y  hunting  and  fishing  and 
all  the  beautiful  scenery.  He  hears  of  this  wonderful 
place  called  Lewistown.  which  offers  all  of  these  benefits. 
Then  he  hears  of  our  educational  problems.  And  then  that 
two  hundred  to  two  hundred  and  fifty  more  nuclear  missiles 
are  to  be  sited  in  the  area.  Mr.  X  chooses  Colorado  a?  a 
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'  pKic«*  '1  settle  i  nn  t  e.-i  I . 

•  Now,  let’s  ''on.Tider  f-imxly  Y.  Family  y  is  on  vac.ition 

*  in  Montafvi .  the.'te  from  Raltimoio.  I,et'.s  say  they  plan 
-*  I  r;  vir.itiiii  Vo  1  I'lwr.tone  Puk  and  then  they  want  to  .-.pend 

•i  I  few  days  drivihn  up  to  I'.l.ic  icr  .  They  check  oit  .ill  the 
available  ro  ito->  irid  <1  scenic  drive  thro-jgh  cetitr.il 

Motitirin.  A  wi'ic  i-hoice,  .m  it’s  hea.itiful  here.  They’re 
«  rung  »o  upen'i  i  few  lay;  in  l.ewir.town  and  s{w?n»l  .1  few 
do;  Mrs  III  I.ewi:  •  iwn.  T.hc,-  h«-.ii  tn.if  the  toufi-  m  lined 
'c  with  nurle.if  wo.if>ori  sit*?.-;.  They  h«-.id  up  to  Flathead 
"  1 1  ley  1  ris  tend  . 

ili'/e  peoplo  f)i  i.ewisfown  thought  Of  these  possibilities? 
'  f  r‘'»Il/  'b-n’t  think  no.  We  think  lhi->  is  oui  economic 
I  I  ! 1 1  i  ■ ‘I  .  Anri  I  believe  ir's  o-jr  e'-oromi -Jownfali  to 

ir.vi*'-  »he-.e  sysiem-;  in  onr  ne  1 .  jhl>  o  b.->.nl .  info  <.iji  .»ie.». 

I.  !  rv.J  ''  *h  |l  1he-.r.  .~orim<»rit  f.  hi-’eo’f  |e.)  .inybody  to 

•  '  •  *  I  'nil  1  ’  m  n  II  -  An*''  r  i  •  -a  n  ,  t  b  ,  ?  ;  *  n  nn-p-i  •  r  l  ot  i  '•  md 

-*  'hi*  T  don't  1  'V  Z'v  •  .'intjy.  |  hr,-*-  n'Ohing,  ju-i  sin-i  I  ly , 

1  jitins'  the  Am  iofi'e.  The  irmt-ii  loree-.  dn  .1  Tieress.iry  job 
Ml  •  'I  I  •,  ''.'Or-,  |  - 1  r'  e  «  i  ,  ,  1  i •  .-.'e  .Ane r  1  .*n'l  t  tie 

I  •  I •-  ' i  !  ' . p-'ii '  i  r  •:  ■  •  I '  .1- j  1 1  n-.  t  t  her. e  s-y s *  etns  1  -.  liccaiise  j 
.  ,  in  •.-.•(i  I  fh,|f  hi',  fillci,  lir  ’fom  the  i-te-i)  th.it  the 

1  worl  I  ■«('<•  t-  It.  And  ;  -.fr  .tri  Arne  t  1  c  i  t.e-ilin.j  .iwi, 

j  :  ;  i;-'  '  ’  tie  ;  j .  !  '1  I  h  i  firl  u;  )  •  t.e  I fi  i  r.  t  .1  r;''C  t  ti.it  we  .|  i  ve  t  o 

»hit  nee  I  i'  ,i  |  !  .e.-ei  t  h-  w-olfl.  And  instead  we 


ip 
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Stick  our  resources  into  nuclear  weapon  systems  that  will 
do  nobody  any  good.  Th.ink  you. 

COL.  PPISTOL:  Thank  you,  Urure. 

Ken  Vander  Van. 

.loan  Thomas? 

MS.  THOMAS:  My  n.ime  i .s  .loan  Thomas.  1  just  have 
.1  few  left,  most  of  it’s  been  covered.  But  in  Section  1.32, 
djiciations  Concept,  it  states  operation  activities  are 
those  required  to  maintain  the  Small  ICbM  system  in  a 
secure,  -ilcrt  condition.  Nowhem  does  it  mention  how  this 
system  will  be  considereil  alert  in  the  event  of  extreme 
cold  or  blizzard  roniUlions  ■.  ommc.n  here  in  re::tr.il  “ont.ina, 

I  also  feel  that  the  didn't  take  irt--  .icccnnt  the 

pollution  and  clisturbaruo  o'  the  *'.iith  brought  o-.j^  ; -i  me 
proJiirlion  of  a  nu-.'ie.ii  misriile.  Ai.d  wti'i’?  -i-'in.i  tn 
fin-illy  face  .ip  to  the  f.ict  th.it  tiiicrtive  WMt«-  i ;. 

•1  prob  I  ♦'m  lh.it  doesn't  gr-  iwuy  j  ;  •  "  <  I . 

And  J  h.id  one  p.er.ti.g;  th.i’  .-..me  g-  Mi  the  --  well, 
you  h.i<l  -inswored  >  q,e';tiot.  in  the  .piestion  S’eri-'.l.  Ati.l 
m.iybe  you  .-.in't  auswi'i  i'  n-,  w ,  bit  I'll  !;f.it>’  if  inywa/. 
yoi.  s.il-1  th.it  the  '.t.iti  --  M  Ml  :  •  1  -hr  •  ,-o 

would  determine  wh.it  rrpiii  i  .ire  nee-fed  .-n  r  ’i-is  »i;d 
brid-je-;  in  ordrt  for  t  h*'  ti  ivi'l  •  f  the*.,’  •-•ehi  Anl 

th.it  the  Air  f'  i^e  would  ‘hen  )•  »y  !•  t  M  m-  f-,.  r -’I'm  :  •*  i . 

And  I  w.it;  wonder  i  no  ,  will  the  r-.:.-,t  of  det  ei  r  i  n  i '■  i 
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needed  be  p-iid  foJ  'V  Air  y\.icf  too  ond  if  st>,  shc>uldn't 

thi*.  HKiney  he  truule  ^v.iiUhle  riov  in  the  pUnninsJ  sta.jes? 

C01-.  WALSH:  I  shonlJ  .iTiiiwet  that. 

001..  BRISTOL:  Oo  ahead.  Jast  briefly. 

COL.  WALSH:  That' .s  a  very  good  point  that  you 
biO'jght  up.  And.  in  fart,  the  Air  Korre  should  pay  for 


such  an  assessment  .md  ir.  fact,  it  has.  It  has  already 
provided  the  amount  of  3200,000.00  dollars  to  tfte  state 
to  do  the  assessment.  Thank  you  very  much. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Sally  Karmen. 

.MS.  KARINEN:  Sally  Karmen.  K-a-r-i-n-e-n.  I 
yuess  my  comment's  ]ust  this,  ifs  already  sort  of  been 
stated.  1  think  ifs  just  a  waste  of  money.  Think  cf 
all  the  other  thinys  we  could  buy  with  all  that  money  and 
all  of  the  things  that  you  guys  could  be  doing  that  would 
be  really  good. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Kraiq  Kruger?  Are 
you  still  With  us?  There  we  go.  1  knew  that  you  were 
there.  1  just  couldn’t  see  bec.iuse  of  this  monstrosity 
here  between  us. 

MR.  KRUGER:  Thanks.  First  off.  I’m  going  to 
,iqre.  with  Charley  Karinen.  1  really  a»  disqwsted  with 
the  brand  of  yellow  journal isit  that  is  pratticed  by  our 
local  press,  hhd  two  days  from  now.  we'll  see  how  all  of 
this  was  misconstrued  here  tonifjht. 
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the  military  industrial  complex. 

The  Defense  Dep.irtme.'it  is  the  only  Department  of 
Government  to  incre.ise  spending  during  times  when  more 
aust<’ri'r  measures  would  be  appropriate.  The  Air  Force 
wants  to  spend  fifty  biUion,  peih.aps  one  hundred  billion, 
on  a  weapon  system  with  .1  life  expectancy  of  fifteen  to 
twenty  years.  I  would  sure  like  to  see  that  jo  through 
the  lo.in  dep.rrtmcnt  where  I  bainx.  Americ.i  cannot  afford 
this.  Those  involved  1  r.  maxitu)  war  miinitions  might  learn 
from  looking  .it  the  re.st  of  the  country  th.al  these  are 


Fror  t.he  viewpoint  of  mor.il5»y.  from  the  viewfioint  of 
ec.inomj.s.  from  the  viewpoint  cf  reli-ibility  .ind  effect  jve- 
ness,  the  Midyetm.Tr,  is  pist  not  the  inswer  .  /h.rnk  yiiu. 

roL.  I'l'lSTOL:  rhank  you.  There  w.is  a  ‘juestion 
there.  I  didn't  know  whether  tne  p-itsel  w.rnted  to  give  .1 


COL.  WALFH;  We  c.in  respond. 


or  less,  rf  you 


•v.)  I  d  .  Co  .rhe.i'i. 


'  One  question  we  didn't  quite  get  to  iri  my  other  bectio.n 

?  was  in  every  accident  scenario,  tfie  hypctheticai  situation 

3  IS  only  for  the  release  of  one  percent  of  the  radioactive 

*  material.  Was  that  )U6t  a  downplay,  possible  a^xidents  ar.vl 

5  hazards,  01  was  there  another  reason  for  t.his? 

6  I’ll  just  have  a  short  comment,  ar.d  I'll  be  on  my  way. 

'  Some  of  the  military  hailed  the  Midgetrian  as  a  great  defen- 
B  sive  system.  1  say  some  of  the  military  because  there  is 

4  disagreement  in  the  Department  of  Defense,  there  is  also 
’0  disagreement  m  Congress,  within  the  Air  Force  themselves. 

1*  and  obviously  with  American  people  a;  to  whether  we  need 

*’  this  weapon.  The  only  people  who  seem  tc  agree  that  we 

13  definitely  need  Midgetman  are  the  defense  contractors  who 

14  are  going  to  build  the  thing  and  reap  huge  profits  in  doing 
«5  so.  Let's  face  it.  there  is  a  pile  of  money  to  be  made. 

16  8y  keeping  the  threat  of  nuclear  war  alive,  the  self-serving 

1’  firms  that  make  armament  have  done  a  very  good  job  of  making 

18  sure  that  this  particular  threat  does  not  die. 

15  If  it  IS.  indeed,  the  defense  t.hat  we  are  looking  for, 

20  the  Midgetman  will  not  provide  sufficient  defense  in  ratio 
2*  to  Its  costs.  Unless  we  are  trying  tc  escalate  the  nuclear 

22  arms  race,  we  should  not  be  building  a  weapon  with  sjch 

23  obvious  first  strike  offensive  capabilities.  We  need 

^4  defense,  we  do  not  need  budget  deficits.  We  do  not  need  the 
25  lion's  share  of  our  economic  resources  drained  into  the  pool  ©f 
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exjKised  to  fires.  And  it  would  .ippoar  from  the  results 
of  .ill  those  exf>er  iT.'2hts  that  even  ui'.der  the  worst  rase 
conditions  the  maximum  .^nc'.int  cf  plutonuim  that  can  be 
aerosolized  in  a  fire  is  about  one  percent.  Th.^r.'s  where 
the  fi'iure  comes  from. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  .lark  Hedcpet.h.' 

?4R.  HEDGPETH:  The  guest'.or.  was  ar.swuied. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Th-nik  you.  Th...mAs  L.-'isgsh.nr e ? 

MR.  LONG.'sHORE  :  The  ‘  :  rst  mretim  that  you  h.»d 
in  Lewistown,  1  failed  to  mike  it  there.  I  duir:’-  h.ive  time. 
And  I'm  taally  .:l3ri  I  r.ine  r  this  o-o,  this  ir.  very  en'-'v* 


can  come  down  anti  present 


-i.I  thp  populace 


has  the  opix'rtunity  to  come  in  .ind  give  input  an^i 

the  free  sn.itirw  cf  i  :eas  here. 

The  t.hino  that  we  mu'it  bear  in  mind,  and  :  luess 


(H..  f  .s’AA  '.hr'A' :  In  rc.ip.r.-)se  the  /7ues»i'n  with 
r^u.ird  I'l  the  ■■■f  plito-.iim  th.it  mi-rht  be  aerosolized 

i  r;  in  ir  ident  '•.rnnirio,  th»*  fi-jurc  !-<rf:ips  from  the  sum  total, 
ihe  axtmin.if  inti  t>f  the  sum  fjr.il.  of  .all  the  experiments 
fn»f  we  kn  -w  '  ‘  'h.it  hi  ’f  been  done  wheje  pi  itonium  w.is 


The  t.hino  that  we  mu'it  bear  in  mind,  and  :  luess  some 
people  must  be  forgetting  this,  this  is  freedom.  Freedom 
has  a  price.  '■••-'wn  thro'.iqn  hist'ty.  freedori's  .ilw.ivs  h.iu 
a  pure  of  t^lood  ar.d  money.  I  don't  believe  thit  I  know 
of  .inybody  in  any  couiitry  thU  has  ever  won  their  freedom 
without  the  shedding  '>t  b)u''.n  ,ind  the  cpenjir-.i  ot  rx-nc',  . 
AntJ  1  don't  believe  that  ;  f  we  d.,'n'r  ^pend  a  iitt.e  -vine', 
«om*where.  we '  I  e  not  ic  u.-i  to  be  .,ble  to  have  Thi:  fte-MbT 
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, 

MR.  SHELDON:  Well,  I  was  out  on  a  job  site,  north 

2 

of  town  here,  in  the  spring.  And  I  saw  a  little  incident 

3 

I'd  kind  of  like  to  rel.ate  it  to  you.  I  think  it's  a 

parable  of  what  this  program  will  mean  to  Lewistown  and 

5 

central  Montana  in  general. 

6 

I  was  at  this  construction  site  and  parked  across  the 

7 

nighw.iy  was  one  of  those  little  armored  vehicles  there. 

« 

It  was  ,1  nice  warm  spring  day,  one  of  the  first  ones  that 

9 

we  had,  and  these  two  youn.j  cadets,  or  whatever  they’re 

*0 

called,  were  sitting  in  the  door  of  their  truck  --  back 

" 

door  of  their  truck.  Had  a  little  tape  deck  cranked  up. 

12 

you  could  hoar  it  ,tcross  the  road.  1  was  about  one  hundred 

'3 

yards  away.  And  they  were  eating  lunch  and  drinking  some 

„ 

pop  and  stuff. 

15 

And  I  was  out  there  for  quite  awhile,  1  was  out  there 

16 

for  a  couple  of  hours.  And  f  just  kind  of  got  to  wondering 

17 

why  the.e  guys  were  sitting  there  for  so  long.  And  I 

IS 

finally  asked  one  of  the  guys  that  were  at  this  site,  he 

,» 

said,  "Well,  they  were  there  for  an  hour  before  you  got 

20 

her e . " 

pi 

And  about  that  lime,  this  little  vehicle  shows  up; 

22 

a  little  maintenance  vehicle  shows  up.  And  this  guy  gets 

23 

out  and  ho  tinkern  with  this  outfit.  Five  minutes,  they 

24 

all  pack  up  and  drive  away. 

25 

And  I  guess,  n.iyiie  ask  Mr.  l.ong:}hore  or  anybody  else. 

<o 

ca 

ca 

> 

bi 

DOCUMENT  125 


there's  probably  a  dozen  good  garages  in  town  that  could 
have  taken  care  of  that  same  particular  need.  But  I  guess 
what  this  point  illustrates,  is  that  we  get  the  noise,  we 
get  the  garbage,  but  the  buck  goes  someplace  else. 

And  I  guess  I’d  like  to  ask  you  a  couple  of  questions. 
Maybe  just  personal  question;  .  First  of  all.  does  it 
make  any  sense  to  spend  fifty  billion  dollars  when  you’re 
already  the  world's  largest  debtor  nation,  and  the  adminis¬ 
tration's  already  running  the  largest  deficit  in  the 
history  of  the  known  universe. 

And  second,  why  doesn't  anybody  in  this  administration 
have  the  guts  to  ask  the  fjnerican  people  to  pay  for  this 
system?  If  it's  so  important,  certainly  freedewn  has  a 
price,  but  we're  not  willing  to  pay.  We're  just  willing 
to  charge  it. 

And  finally,  I  guess  on  behalf  of  myself  and  my  family 
and  my  descendants,  hopefully.  1  guess  I'd  like  to  take 
the  opportunity  to  wish  you  a  pleasant  trip,  and  I  hope  you 
never  have  the  opportunity  to  return.  Thank  you. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir.  I  have  depleted 
the  list  of  those  who  had  filled  out  the  comment  sheets 
indicating  a  desire  to  make  a  statement  or  ask  a  question. 

I  have  fourteen  minutes  left,  or  thereabouts,  to  the  time 
that  this  facility  has  been  made  available. 

And  I  know  that  my  court  reporter's  fingets  are  getting 
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tired,  but  I  will  open  up  the  opfiortunity  at  this  point  in 
time  for  anybody  that  didn't  fill  out  a  comment  sheet 
that  would  like,  b.ased  utxin  anything  that's  been 
to  eit-her  m.ike  a  comment  or  ask  a  question  -it  this  point 
in  time, 

•lust  come  forth  to  this  microphone,  since  l  don’t  have 
your  name  written  down,  be  oxti.i  clear.  I  think  I'm  going 
to  get  a  corunont  sheet  here. 

Ms.  Tl’RFCk:  I  im  .Judy  Tureck.  I  .im  from  the 
renowned  ,iroa  oi  Coffee  ctoek,  M'lritan,! .  I  arew  up  m 
.'Stanford  and  Penton  ,Trea  and  I  wa.s  introduced  in  the  early 
1‘ifiOs  to  missiles  about  one  mile  from  my  home. 

Af  thit  tiric.  we  wpie  t.ikct)  down  on  a  public  rel.ations 
to  if  to  see  the  new  hope  of  total  destruction.  At  that 
time,  living  only  .i  mile  away.  I  thought  .tt  the  rij>e  age 
>1  foarteeii.  i  -iori't  think  rh.it  r.ays  much  for  me.  And  not 
!  Iter  d;  1  r  orr.e  aw, iff  that  the  icim  foi  this  area  w.is 
th..  kill 

’.r  w.i-oi't  t-.ii  miny  y<‘ar‘'  aftci  thit  thil  1  began 
tiyiri'i  t'  Ci-fTf  ■  ,r  t  usually  nine  or  fen  your  f>ld  childre.i 
a’  rifgn*  who  -.il  ly  woke  sobbifi,}  peca:i«;e  they  h,id  dre.imr-d 
thit  nrjclcjr  w  ir  .’lal  occ;.  r  i  ed .  Tha*  there  was  no  living 
thing  left.  and  .il  the  time,  J  tried  to  explain 

t,  thf.e  .hildreti  wh',  fh  s,i'«.ild  fi.ive  .»  leveience  foi  life 
1  11  try  to  level, gi  a  t’li  ire,  when  ,»tomir  we.iponry  made  both 


very  question, able. 

Lach  day  as  I  work  in  agriculture,  I  drive  back  and 
forth  between  and  among  the  several  sites.  The  one  that’s 
only  one  mile  from  the  home  2  began  in  and  another  one 
that  sends  up  one  of  its  concrete  arms  in  one  of  our  pas¬ 
tures  next  to  a  fish  pond  that  my  family  tries  to  spend 
some  quiet  evenings  at.  Quite  often  under  surveillance  of 
armored  cars  and  occasionally  guns. 

A  couple  years  ago.  wc  became  concerned  about  some 
watei  out  of  this  site  that  was  killinu  all  the  vegetation 
in  the  ditch.  Because  it  flows  down  into  one  of  the 
community  livestock  streams  known  as  Coffee  Creek.  And  at 
the  time  we  h.ad  some  inklinn  that  ;t  was  pf'-'b.ibly  an  herbi- 
ci«l»*  or  a  pesticido  and  wo  leferrod  it  to  the  county  weed 
control  person  who  ,it  that  tin*'  called  Malmstiim  and  was 
bluntly  told  that  jt  was  none  of  hm  damn  business  what 
wan  I'omsnu  out  of  that  cite. 

The  y.t.ate  Pepartment  ot  Health  .and  Hiv  1 1  onmenta  1 
Science  was  later  able  ti.  tel!  us  it  was  one  of  the  sloppiest 
I'lbs  of  fu.n<ricjdc  disposal  r.he;. M  ever  seen. 

ny  the  wjv ,  1  hope  some  d  men  can  shovit  srraighter 

.1?  their  f.iraets  than  they  do  at  the  deer  they  tty  to  hit 
when  they  .one  tuintiiHi. 

I'ach  <1.1-,-  I  live  ind  wruk  i  r,  ,in  auri^^lt  ae  who.-,’ 
stability  h.an  kept  fhi:;  .'Cimmun  1 1'.  .ilive  f.-r  nan  ..•-its,  not 


E-147 


_  I  EV2-1/126 


DOCUMENT  125 


like  t  hv  iH'oin  j:i-1  ‘-■yele  tlut  we  cxpet  leru'eif  Jurin.)  the 

o.iil/  'i-O;..  I'lS  like  to  lose  on  a  sltijhtiy  moi  e  philo- 
hOfjhio.jl  note,  bec.n.se  til  ot  » hi s  buconeK  lustifie-i  by 
Vxjlitical  Jivl  n.ttuiiul  th.tt  aimr.  .tt  «>nw  thin<j: 

tfi.it  wc  iTijst  per liij  i.J<‘  v-'ii*  set  ot  people  tli.tt  duothei  set 
of  poiiple  are  u'jt  le.illy  hiimari  and  thctefote  »l*s  letjlti- 
matt*  t'.i  pul  them  uti<l«T  ;»ut  vet  I  latice ,  to  bully  them,  or 
even  murilei  them. 

As  one  oi  these  i nd i v i  lua I  [leople,  I  stand  rn.ii.il  ly 
.ii.<l  ethically  opi«jsed  t  r-  any  further  nui'le.ii  development 
or  pr u  1  1 1  e«  a 1 1 on .  Th.tnk  you. 

BW 1  .'ITol. ;  Thank  you.  Miss  Tuteck.  Ar.yor.e 

else? 

I'.o  ahead ,  sir. 

Mh .  LA  fU'JNTAIN:  Yeti.h,  my  tuime  is  Oon  I..1  Kountain. 
I'm  J  'cntr.il  Mont.irvt  n.itive  *- 

f'O!  .  KKISTOL:  toulJ  you  si^eii  your  List  name. 
sir>  pio.sse.' 

•MM.  ;.A  yiVWM'i:  l-i  Ko  n.tain.  l.-a-r-o>u-r;- 1 i -:i. 

BRJ.STUI.:  Thank  you. 

.MH.  l-A  Ki’uNTAlN:  I've  i)ot  .1  ;  w  conr-ent  5 .  I'-t 

like  to  say  to  Mt  .  Ktu<}Or,  I  think  ,o«if  jirst  .pifst  io;j  wan 
vili.l.  Your  fir.st  ijuesti.,i.  w.»s  v.ilid.  !  tnink.  1  a-jico 
totally  with  you  ipoi  nt  i  nq )  .  l  -jness  my  ••oinments  don't 
pertain  exactly,  liiertly  to  *he  bit  cince  yo*  br<>u<}ht 
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open  the  f  lo-^r  tiy  s.i/w.i  1 1  ‘  st;;,  »  pf  .'j- .  and  ••  t-  ,• 

the  purposes  oj  these  meerin-|s  is  t.  ie*  wr,j-,e!.»  .  p-t..*- 
i-cimitiefit  on  this  proutai".  1  ■njess  my  . -.mmer, i  is.  ;  d'ji.'t, 
see  the  feasibility  in  st.  .'r  sure  if  t.'. e  ciii’ary  --  it 
sounds  like  a  miJi»jfy  in.lgstry  pi..t  *1.  no.  t.  -.,11  nvov 
itsiney . 

You  t  ,i  i  k  .ibiiut  nu.'ieat  cJes  t  r  .•  t  i  • '  n  s.'eT.ar  .  wn.it 
IS  to  stop  the  Soviet  I'ni.-.n  f  ,  t'laliy  ir. .  f.  i  1 .1  •  i 

Montana  in  .»  nu.  leai  attack;’  is  tr,<-  "r.ited  pt.i'e.s  j-  1  rvj 
wait  -.int  1 1  the  Soviet  b'lmi.*-  laiid  ii-jotc  lesi.’^-n'i.  Or 

are  they  -ycMn’i  rr,  wa  :  :  un' .  1  tn&y  ';jvr'  .jtt.cn  rv.  id  i  r  n..i  t  .or; 
before  the-.  r«-?-;t  r.iKl  ;•  I*  they  ■.tit  ur.'il  tre  r--.ss.lfcS 

l. ind  .>r  ey.pi’Hie.  then  what’s  wronq  with  t  «»•  riti'ilei  :,tw. 
They  -  an  still  ;jo  Off,  they  ain't  .loir.-i  to  f.c  des  t  r  u.  •  te<2 . 

tl  the  Soviets  -jc.'  resi».ir..l  !■>  de?  '  1  oy  .  i.q  ,  tot. illy. 
M.irifan.i.  wha*-  •.{.>•)  is  these  new  rT.is<iter.  -uon-i  t-;.  hi; 
fly  the  time  w^Jitf  is  leceived  ..f  .1  I'oviet  att  ic*.  wh.»*  jg 
It  ..fitil  the  pijssile.s  J.icM?  Twef)i/-tive  m;!.u»es  .^t 
fk-w  t-»r  •'an  those  .'U'.iV'/  vehu  iv"-  ict  .  r.  twen  t  y  •  ;  i  ve  r.  1  nut  es 
Twenty  - 1 i ve  miles? 

I  see  no  feasibility  .n  at  .li’j.  .,',01  l:kf  .1 

m. ili'ary  industrial  plot  'o  me.  h  .t  th.it  wis  my  >  -mmei.*  . 

■■'■’L.  brJlKTOl.:  Th.ir.K  yvj,  sii. 

Jt’s  beeti  ny  p‘.e.*si«e  to  be  here  th;*.  eveiurn.  I 
w.ifst  to  than*  i ;  J  of  yy.  f^r  t.kinq  rime  -..it  .'f  ycir  icr.ed- 
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•lies  tc,  tike  p.itt  iii-l  p  11 1  ir  i  tmte  in  these  he.uin.}S.  ,\r, 
many  of  you  know,  there  wjji  he  others  -or-djcre.l  .»t  .ither 
1  oi' ij  f  I  or.n  -  And  1  think  ’}v>se  loc.itions  .»re  lit.tod  in  tf.e 
hanrfnuf  t  ori  i  (h  r  , 

Y;.iur  p  irt  1 1- ipat  i-ci  md  y.-u:  pt  1  sp.'-  •  1 -/es  .-r. 

these  iBH'.er.  .ite  ttie  one  »hin.j  thi»  can’t  or*-  !i..m  in/  ne 
f  t  im  any  c- -lO  r  i'- 1  or  or  f  f  ..-rr.  atiy  elemer.t,  •:  so-;:-e  otnei 
*hin  >  o  ir  se  I  v<*;. .  Afid  th-it's  oi.e  >{  'ti“  r..*ir.  1  e.it;-,if.;:  why 
•hU;;  oil  Ip  IS  heie.  •  jet  fh->3«-  ;’,p..ts  s-,  t.hat  they  ..-.ii, 
be  .ti'pr'ipi  I .( t  o  p,  f.i  •'led  i',»>  the  fii.i)  p»i*k,t.|‘'  tn-.l  the 
•fecisi.'h  f'l'  -'eM.  .  n  t.'i.’  n»?*i  --.Jai  pi '-_t- c.a  1  , 

-■'lai';.  I  'r.i’.*  ,  •..  y  .-.■-.-e  t-rei.  r--s»  •  n.idei.»«e.  r.--' 


vF.KTiFI  'ATI 


.sTATK  of  McNTAVA  1 

:  SS  . 

.-(•'•MTV  Of  KKh'lirs  ) 


t  I.  AbOhf.Y  f.  FKTF.Byf'S,  hr'  f « s  1 '  :  .1  I  hi’p.  ir.f 

s-t.iiy  Pul.;  i>'  jn  •  ;r  t  ni-  ..-uM-y  ■  1  F».i  stjt.- 

*  M'rt..-,.i.  hofi'lv  u-rMf,  «ht*  I  '1  5  1*  •  h*-  tin*-,  hii.  ,i:  i 

tufiiir-  h»’.«riJ'-t  1:1  steh’-oype;  th.tt  t,h«-  f  rr j .h-i  pi-jt.f,. 

”  ir.  ‘ ;  UHi  ve  .  c'  rmt  i  •  -  j  .1  ♦  t  .c' ,  ••  1  r  ,ir.d 

•4  ifJlity. 

•t-  rn.-v  r  -•■•ur-,.-;  f  .,r.y  f  p.-M--  ‘.-r-*  . 

r.i'i-.J  th:-..  »fh  ,}iy  (  Aa./..cr,  ;  *«  . 
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COL.  BRISTOL:  Good  evening.  My  name  is  Matt 
Bristol  and  I'm  an  Air  Force  trial  3udge.  My  full-time 
business  out  of  Washington,  is  sitting  on  general  courts 
martial,  that  is,  conducting  criminal  trials  within  the 
Air  force. 

1  was  asked  to  come  out  here  this  week  and  serve  as 

the  hearing  officer  in  a  series  of  hearings  on  an  Air  Force 

proposal  to  deploy  and  operate  in  peacetime  the  Ssiall 
Intercontinental  Ballistic  Missile  System  within  Minuteman 
silos  in  north-central  Montana,  that  is,  the  silos  that  are 
under  the  operational  control  of  the  Malmstrom  Air  Force 
Base. 

I  don't  know  anything  more,  really,  about  this  proposal 
than  many  of  you.  I've  read  the  notes  about  it,  I've  read 
the  h.indout.  I'm  not  an  expert  cn  it.  1  haven't  had  any 

role  in  its  development,  nor  am  i  a  legal  advisor  for  the 

people  that  are  puttinq  this  prop'jsal  together.  I  wear 
the  same  blue  suit  as  Col.  Walsh,  whom  you'll  be  meetinq 
here  in  a  moment,  and  some  of  the  other  Air  Force  members 
that  are  here.  But  we  come  from  different  worlds  within 
the  Air  Force. 

My  function  tonight  is  very  simnle;  to  provide  i  with 
.an  opportunity  that's  provided  bv  public  law  to  learn 
information  about  ’his  oropcisal.  All  of  its  details,  and 
th.it  will  be  in  the  form  of  i  briefin;  frori  Col.  Waish.  And 


J 
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’  then  presi'le  over  this  heaiiiiq  .nul  yo>ti  t  liiu  t  y  to  'jt*t 

i  jtty  tndttora  cldii(if>l  m  your  own  mitida.  th.»»  la  to  <isk 
>  to  .  J.irify  .iny  fxntitj,  .tbout  the  bi  ietinq  oi  About 

*  the  Uruft  Tnui  I  onment  u  1  t  htatement  thdt’a  been 

■'  pijLilished  heie  letently.  And  (ullowinq  the  queatiun  period 

6  you'll  huve  tin  opiKirtunity  to  tiiAke  stAtements-.  either  verbel 

^  statements  nidiie  I  rum  a  microphone  like  this.  thAt  will  be 

8  taken  down  by  our  <ourt  reporter  and  made  a  part  of  the 

9  public  record,  or  submit  written  statements  that  will  be 

>0  eiiually  <t  part  uf  the  publi'-  record  and  given  e<{ual  consider* 
"  ation. 

12  Whdt  the  law  banically  says  la  that  if  a  goverrunental 

<3  agency,  like  the  Air  Puire.  wants  to  do  sr^nething  that  has 

14  significant  en v i roiitnenta  1  cunseiiuences .  that  the  agency  has 

15  to  make  an  assessment  of  those  conse<iuerices  and  lactor  those 

16  in,  in  somewise,  to  the  operational  decision  making  about 

ir  that  particular  propi^sal.  What  we  have  tonight  is  a  pru- 

ia  (xisa!  .  You'll  sec  things  that  say  decision,  the  President 

19  decided,  someone  else  decided.  Uut  in  the  guvernment  sn 

JC-  the  conteJit  ol  executive  legislative  interaction,  when  the 

21  President  decides  something  that  re<juires  funding  or  in 

22  which  the  Congress  has  a  role,  that  very  often  »s.  iri 

23  effect,  a  recominendation  or  a  request  in  the  budget  sense. 

24  So  we're  here  tonight,  not  to  justijy  anything,  but 

25  siin()ly  to  have  good,  two-way  communica  t  ions .  Part  one 


10 


14 

«6 


>a 

19 


21 

22 


24 

25 


t  I  <jm  the  Alt  Kot'f  j<i  •  ,|>  »fa*tii  .  i.t  1  fie 
people  Who  live  in  a  }njfri:,ii  .g  »f,»-  »iea 
impacted  by  this  prcg-jhal;  .jr.d  triei.  j  .f  >■ 
position  by  having  yo  .t  quest  lot.s  ar.aweie.! 
clarified  in  your  ywn  «in<i.  put  y<,u  in  th 
to  make  statments  to  th«-  extutit  you  .  noon 
Now,  many  of  you  have  ■  opies  of  the 


'Ill  e 
t  h# 


hat 


was  handed  out  at  the  <1o<ji.  Let  me  lust  sa>  ,1  few  wJids 
aliout  that.  Number  one.  there's  no  mjqic  1  •.>  it.  to,  1  ,it, 
fill  one  out  if  you  like,  ,n,d  if  you  lust  as  ',.  t,  ,  ,, 

don't  have  to.  It  is  the  only  refutd  of  yr-ur  par  i  i  c  i  p.i  i  jon 
in  the  hearing,  hut  if  you'd  i.ist  js  oon  no-r  h.«ve  th'-re  fe 
a  record  of  your  pa  r  t  ir  ipa  t  ion ,  rfiat's  ?  i  tie  A  L-t  of 

peofile  lust  come  and  like  to  listen  and  learn  without  r>eing 
an  active  participant.  The  must  impf.rtant  thimg,  ir.iticate 
your  address.  If  you're  a  publit  nffiri.il,  indi'-ate  what 
ih.it  particular  offjee  is  th.it  you  holrl.  Jf  y.  i're  »ne 
desigivsted  spokesperson  lor  .»  private  •  .t 'fan  i  ra  1 1  on  .  same, 
indi'-afe  the  name  of  that,  or  -an .  r.»  r  i  or. .  Arid  1*  y//u're  -ust 
here  as  a  private  .  jti2e:i  -apacify.  ill  well  and  g,....!.  .ast 
j  fwiicatc  th.st . 

And  again,  there'?  a  block  to  che  k  if  you  want  tn  ask 
a  guest  ion  dor  i ng  the  ‘jars 1 1'  r  j>ai  i  *>f  the  hear  i  n  1 .  Thet e 's 
a  block  to  check  j*  yoi'd  like  to  na*i'  4  veib.tl  statemerr  ^r 
Comment,  There’s  .1  block  tr  iheck  Jl  you  want  t,.  sihmjt  ,, 
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wntreri  sf.ifement,  and  in  fact,  you  cm  u.se  this  foj.m  lo  do 
that.  You  have  any  time  mfil  the  2lst  of  /Vj.pist,  .95 
'•.»l  .  Walsh  will  emphasi2e.  finally,  yo  1  ..in  alno  he,  s  .1 
block  if  you  want  ,j  .-oi'y  -.f  et'hei  -he  Iir.ift  Lhv  1 1  oiimeiit ->  1 
Impact  St.itemeiit  ..r  tne  fin.il,  ;Ui.  i>‘>:  pretty  mjch  .i 
mu  I  ♦  i -purpose  fotm,  I  urje  you  t.'  fill  one  init  . 

What  t'm  'joifig  to  do,  after  the  biiefm.r,  ,|t  tf,e  er..f 
of  my  'ipenifig  remarks,  and  »he  briefing  wi  J  J  be  abo'^t  the 
•ifje-»hiid  pfiiTrf  ;n  t^fiighl's  mcefjt;.j,  we  *  J  1  go  f|-.ff  "ii'^ 
to  10:00.  We  'll  take  •«  break  .1  ixJ  I'll  1  i  e.  •  1  t  he*,e  f  or  mr. , 
I'll  put  Them  in  fwti  piles.  Pile  one  will  be  those  rh-tt 
w.in*  t,)  ,asK  a  4'jestjof,.  whether  they  .lir-o  w.int  to  n- thr-  .» 
•it.i'ement  oi  n.-.t.  P:le  »  w.y  will  :is'  be  people  vrho  w.i-d 
* . .  f^.ik e  I  *  .1 »  eneii  t  .  And  I'll  ••.  t  .» r  f  wor  k  1  '.'1  ?  » •  .ir  t  he  pi  |en 
aiil  :'M  '  til  >1'  people  an.f  fc  ..fliJ/e  fhem.  .til  f 

1  ’le  g  jc,  1  i '  'nr.  "  j »  1  f  the  w.i '.  ind  •  heri  we  'll  •;»  jn*-.  •  he 

'.e-r'i'l  plie  .I',  •,  ipp  I  emer .  t  ed  b-,  ‘rio-.e  tl.i'  Ltd  h-i»*i  |ie«iil"ic. 

I  fi'l  s  1  a »  rme  !i»  I  .  I'll  move  f  i  up.  ■  c.e  f .  The  •>*  her  .it:t  i  I  all 

• •  Cep  ire  pa  •*  *  .  A;i  I  •  hei.  I'll  ;.i  1  1  ■  ci  *  ■.•  ise  t  just  .J  i  .In  '  t 
till  "it  ♦.Vc  f  ir''s  whu  m.iy  h-ive  '*.''i-jht  .■!  .»  giiestion  '-r 
s'O^eihiT.'i  'hey''l  like  say,  lus'  l>»se<l  ..ri  ia»rhi'.s  St>me  of 

T'  1 'I  IV  I  .eiy  1  of  ifr.ii  he.iririg.  boi.'t  be  shy  to  a -s 
I  t-e  vhy  mike  .»  •,  t  a  t  emer.*  .  It  is  your 

ipp' ic  *  ‘Hi  1 1  y  I  : ,  1 1  ye  '.-.if  ifi ; 'J  le  per  spe-  t  1  vn  th.i'.t  re 'w  this 


proposal,  as  yo..  pet-eive  it.  mii|ht  imp-ivt  the  area 

that  y  >u  know  tiesr.  S' >  t.ike  .idv.i!’ .fje  "f  t  h  i  •,  -pp  it.n.ty 
an«l  I'm  here  t ruike  s  .r'-  'ha'  y  fef  the  ( ;  t  >pf»  •  ♦  j  ►>• 

t  -  •  wh  i  ■>.  y. .  I  *  I  »'  e:;  ‘  1 1  :  .  L.,t  we  ‘re  g.  inu  t,.  pe»|  it  pretty 

s  .irp  1  e. 

There  is  1  time  1  .  r  1 1  ;  i  r>„i  I  1 ,  .  i  *  '  •  f  .t  es  •  ,,t 

pibli'  f  r  the  <  •nt'rreut  pw  r  i  c,  j  1 1,,.  •  m  1  u  ;  *  es 

f.  f  the  b'S  i  .;ti.at  eg  r ef  t  e ', ei  t  1  >  ,  .»••  f  }  t  .  e  .  1  la-: .  /  .i  t  i  i.s 
«n  1  t  r .  •  .•  e*  •  1  t  r  .  1*  e  i  •  1  |i  :  '  i  i  u 

.•  i'll  «ee  m.H.',  pe'g  ;*•  w<-'  spi-,»  .,:'f  *  w  S'.i.’.y 

1  e  W.I  Jit  *  u  aa  h  ■{  .e..  t  j  .nhs  .  I'll  t.-.a  ;  a  i  1  y  ■  1 1  v  .  le  ‘he  •  i  m 

.|  be«.  »  ’  •'  J  r,  1  w,»ev  »  *  e  t  imt  e  t  '  ’  J.  .1  •  w  1  •  *  ‘  .  t,  p«'.»k  .  h  .  t 

1  •  •  c.ahf  ,  1 ,1  ,  I  I  1  ! .  >••  i’  •  '  :  it^  .  '  t  •  .1  • 


i‘  .1  -.t.ite  „',.i 


,'i  Where  he  ■  .st  happen'  *'■ 
2.‘  ♦p'-*e';pef  ?  r  •  ■  .  pit  ' 

or.  this  p.iM  ..'.r  f  l  y'  ' 
,'4  f  -  htri.J  :•  .  ve,  1 

:  r.  ■■  ■:  .  wa:  :.>i  r 
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men.  As  the  Director  nt  the  Lnvi roiiment<il  Planning  at 
Norton  Air  force  Uase.  for  the  Air  force  Kegional  Civil 
Engineer.  I  am  res[>onsible  for  the  preparation  of  the 
f  r.vi  I'Mimeritd  1  Impact  Statement.  My  mam  reason  for  my 
presentation  this  evening  is  to  identify  the  findings  of 
our  analysis  that  were  recv)tded  in  the  Draft  environmental 
Impact  .Statement  that  w.ts  leleasod  t«>  the  public  on  the 
2Sth  of  .Jjjie  of  this  year. 

Befoie  going  ifito  the  lindunjs.  however.  I  first  want 
to  review  tne  events  leading  to  the  presidential  decision 
to  deploy  the  U'l’M  at  Malms. torn  Air  force  Base.  And 

♦  nen  I  shall  briefly  identify  the  operational  cor.cept  and 
the  proposed  actions  and  its  a  1  f  e  r  n.»  1 1  ves  .  We*ll  go  through 
the  various  resources  that  will  be  reguired  to  field  the 
system.  We’ll  looti  at  the  EIS  scheduU-.  that  is  the  events 
th.1t  have  led  to  the  dove  lofiment  of  the  document  as  it 
stands  today.  We'll  look  at  tne  scap*.>  of  the  EIS.  Then 
we'll  look  at  the  imp.icts  .is  we  have  identified  them  in 
the  EIS.  And  then  we'll  look  at  the  safety  issues.  And 
then  lastly,  we'll  lo-ik  at  the  mi  1 1  jat  ions  . 

Now,  as  m.iny  <d  you  may  recall,  hack  in  Tinuary  of  I'iBl 
the  President  established  a  tipaitisan  .“ommi 5»s u>n  which  is 
now  known  as  the  Sin>w'‘roft  '\,iTimi  ssi.nn,  tii  loos  at  the  entiie 
I'.S.  strategic  woip-.ais  system  and  to  c.ike  i  ecomffien.i.»t  ions 
as  to  '^ow  they  sriould  he  dm'c  1  <'died  in  the  tutuie  itul  there 


were  three  recoMcendatiuns  that  came  out  of  that  particular 
group  that  have  import  to  what  we're  here  about  today. 

One  was  that  to  deploy  the  one  hundred  peacekeeper 
missiles  at  f.F.  Warren:  two.  wis  to  initiate  lesearch  and 
develofxnent  on  a  Small  U'BM,  to  deploy  it,  either  in  a  hard 
silo  or  a  mobile  basing  mode;  and  three  was  to  continue 
efforts  at  »rms  negot i a t i ons ,  arms  limitations.  Both  the 
President  and  the  Congress  accepted  these  re\  -mmendat ions , 
and  in  fact,  in  the  IkiD  1984  Depai tment  of  Defense  Authori¬ 
zation  Act,  the  t.'origress  directed  that  we  .itiempt  to 
deploy  the  Small  ICBM  by  1992  or  earlier,  furthermore, 
in  the  198fc  Authorization  bill  the  Congress  directed  the 
Air  force  to  prepare  a  legislative  EIS  to  support  the 
ba.sing  mode  and  leployment  area  selection  to  be  followed  by 
an  admini  St  rat  ive  EIS.  which  we're  in  the  process  of  d<'ing 
right  now,  to  support  site  specific  decisions  within  the 
selected  deployment  area. 

Another  decision  that  was  made  in  that  same  a•Jthorlza- 
t  ion  bill  was  to  cap  the  Peacekeeper  deployment  at  F.E.  Warren 
at  fifty  missiles,  and  it  asked  the  President  to  recoiasend 
an  alternate  basing  mode,  a  more  survivable  basing  mode 
for  the  rem, lining  f  i  f  t  y  Peaceiieeptr  missiles.  That  particular 
directi.)*!  also  has  bcarinj  <-n  *he  EIS  we’re  aoinu  to  talk 
•»bt>jt  tonight. 

N'/w.  ifutjiily  I 'r  going  t  •  tali  about  what  was  the 
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Air  force  i  (»<?p<iris»'  ro  this  onvjr  ess  i>n.i  1  ari.l  •••xr.-.t  ive 
direction,  but  before  retting  int--  that.  I’d  like  to  review 
for  you  wh.Tt  we're  talking  -ibout  in  these  various  missiles. 
This  p.iiticilir  chatt  shows  you  the  P ’a.'eke<-per  .  the 
Minuteman  and  the  .Sm.all  tepM  missiles.  The  present 
Minuhem.in  III  wei.jhs  about  seventy-six  th.-'usand  poinds  in.l 
is  capable  of  carryini)  fhr<-e  warheads.  Whei**»s  the  pea«‘e- 
keeper  is  one  hundred  ninety-six  rhous.im)  jw'unds  and  ran 
carry  up  to  ten  w.irheads.  And  then  we  see  the  Icbm 

which  was  the  focus  nf  our  EIS,  We're  talking  alicit  a 
thirty-seven  thousind  poind  missile  and  it  carries  bat  one 


Now  initially,  the  ;.ir  force  looked  .at  two  methods 
<if  deploying  this  system.  If  you  re.-, all,  <'ofi.jiess  sii<l 


look  at  both  <a  mobile 


well  .a-a  h-ar.d  silor. .  Kr 


vieveloped  ruime  hard  silo  technology  iml  tested  it  ilown  in 
Yumi,  A:'./ori,i  where  wc  cotild  bu'-Iri  silO'-  that  roulrt  w.fh- 
stand  •^iipufi  inf  ofhei  pressures,  wore  i n  exi-ess  of  those 
*hat.  car.  tie  wifhst'>od  f>y  the  existing  Mii..jtemar.  silos.  And 
we  also  lo.Ac'!  It  the  urie  -if  i  mobile  launcher  ,  a  hard 


v'pet a t  i.vna  1  concept.s.  'ine  concept  involved  the  deployment 
of  thi'i  system  down  in  the  southwestern  Vnited  fltetes  on 
large  military  r  eset  vat  lon.s  ,  where  the  vehicle  would  be 
r  ami?..]  e.-.r.s  t  ir.»  I  y  within  ♦he  military  t  esei  vat  I'.'n ;  but 
then  ujH'fi  notice  of  i  I'oviet  attack,  would  das.h  off  b.ise. 
thereby  fut'hcr  reil. icing  thf  effectiveness  oj  surh  an 


The  sei'ond  operational  onneept  that  we  looked  at  was 
the  deplovment  of  the  same  hard  mobile  launchers  on 


'.•-lar  case,  yu  h.jve 


combined  effe-'t  of  the  disbursed 


bi  ne.f  with  the  .ituiit-. 


ly  i  ref  f‘'c  t  I  \  e  .  An-ghe:  .'e 

IS  las'  me*h  d  of  deployment 


shoiii  be  r.ide  aro'. 


f  by  i  tv;  the  ex',  r-  ♦ 
!•.  case'.,  we're  able 


•.lorn  mr-vemer.’  sytor. 

sb.'old  s  ly  at  trr  la*ter 


lity.  hv  Its  ennstar.t  movement  it  would  be  impossible 
♦he  Soviet  targetevi  to  know  precisely  where  the  vehicle 


rd  mobile  la'in'her  system  we  looked  .at  two 


leg  i  s  i.»t  i  ve  1  tf-  the  Tresident  w.iv  ,>t'.e  t  •  mk 
ori  the  basin'!  mode  .ini'!  ilep  loyment  ate.i.  A'li 


was  to  deploy  the  .'"-ra 
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'  H 1  Dij  t  •'rn.if,  H  1  I  oh  with  n.i  All  t  icf  l  tit'h*  i  i  it*  1 

•’  t  h'-  i  fi  j  f  I  4  i  .{.»•  j  4 1  I  rt-i  j  1  I  I  y  !/»:.»•.  jjf  .» 1  <»■  ■  i  »  f  if  :t 

>  I  hu  I--HH  i  l.i  I  1 1  y  ot  .joinj  to  yilswoitfi  .»ni|  y.y.  W^rrci.  All 

4  f  f.  ..  h.iHf'j  j„  <  ri,.  fnt  ji,..  Afi'l  «i  *  hi'  t  i iti»'  If 

s  Tftdiru-d  I  hf  oj,ti<i|i  I  .  t,,  fn<iv*'im>!.i 

6  1  ili'ii  t  I  f  y  i  ti<|  T>x.tn-Nfw  Mfxi''''  4n<l  Ail-uii.i  4S  t  hf  n  i  h  i  •• 

foi  ih.it  <lf  p  loynwiKt  :.yRtfni.  Thf  fXAfl  i;umt>fi  '>t  wf.«|H.ikii  to 

«  tx*  ih'i' I .  il  wnulil.  >•!  'Ill  Ilf.  hi'  lU'jx'iulf  III  uiH.'ii  I  Ilf  t.hi«->tl 

4  j  I  <|f  Vi'  ]  'hij  411  (} ,  of  I'oiif  h*'  >  I  on  I  I  ijiii  n-j  .11  r.f  •)>  •*  i  •*  I  I'lnii . 

•  ')  Now.  *  hi*  r  4 1  1  i  111'.  .-ofit'f{.>i  .iH  ti  ri'iht  now,  ia 

<1  th.it  I  liv  nyktfRtM  wilt  tx*  lif^loyi'i'  -it  itflf.  tc<l  i-iuiii-h  f.i<-i]i< 

1.'  ti.'s.  Afi'l  Wf'll  I  .1 1 K  .«  liMlf  bit  .-itM'iit  *1,.*  Si' If*:?  lot;  'it  ttii' 

>•  l.iijfii'li  lafllitu'i  III  rt  ffw  moihfiits.  l.f'iaKt'  1 '  w  nuff  k-iiix'  '.f 

U  you  Jff  vury  thti'ifHifl  in  that  irrj'.irt.  Thf  ^i't'uiUV  t'  I  hf 

iS  nyHti'inh  wilt  hi'  [I  ‘Vi'lnl  by  t  hf  Iri'ifiii,  l>y  .»  ifH|M>n»i-  tfani. 

'f  h'  li'lwyfil  iiifi'h.in  1  uns  tti.it  tr"  i.niM  m  ti,i>  h-n-l  mot-i  !•' 

1 Ijiinihi-r  aii<},  >1  'o.iisf,  the  tfrn'i»'|  ih.it  1 1,  .it.  ai**t  t  ti< 

•  S  *. y  s  t  i'lna  .  Thi- 1  will  bi  ,  of  . ••  u i  -if  ,  -oi.k  i .it.|  .t|, 1 1-  i  < •  *•!  i  t  a v«'  J 

1|  m  t  hf  inlti.il  ili'hloyPM'ii?  yi-.iin,  lUH  .ift.-t  i  fn  ii.iti.il  - 

/If  i  loynifrit  thfif  hhoulil  f>»»  hut  -  nf  trif-'  »  'imif  ti»|  |— i  yi-.ie 

.1  fo|  f.i,h  vfhii'Jf  h-1-ii  to  1  hi'  rti.ili.  oj«.jAtii,.|  i, tfi.ii  IS 

H.i  1  ms  i  t  om  ,  f  • .  I  ni.i  to  T  m  1 1  n»  ••n  il,.  .  1h.»t  m  1 1,..  -n  I  y  »  j  im-  i  i,.|I 

,M  y  U  wall  si'f  thiT.f  '.>••?.  Mji's  •  1  hf  M'.iit.*!..,  '..i-Is.  Th.y  wiii 

,.4  hot  fif  triiiiifi'a  or.  t  fii'  Hoiil.ih'i  1  o4.li« .  Thi'ff  will  lx*  -»  !•'«» 

,1,  »  f -»<  A  l.uilt  .iil'.t'ftii  to  thi'  M^lmstr-r  Alt  f-tof  h.isf  f-i  i -i.  »i 
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, 

ties  on  the  east  side  of  the  base.  In  addition  to  that,  we 

will  be  acquiring  approximately  six  hundred  acres  of  land 

3 

east  of  the  b.ise  for  this  training  area  foi  the  vehicle 

4 

drivers. 

6 

The  total  coat  of  this  particular  effort  will  be 

6 

approxim  itcly  one  bilion  dollars.  The  peak  year,  as  you 

c..in  note  here,  will  be  in  1993  whore  we  will  be  spending 

» 

up  to  tWi.'  hundred  thirteen  million  dollars. 

In  the  peak  constrict  ion  year,  as  far  as  i.an  power  is 

!0 

concerned,  1990,  we  will  be  etnp  1  t»y  itvf  up  to  eleven  hundred 

.. 

workers  on  this  particular  project. 

*2 

Now.  this  particular  chart  really  is  a  brief  aummary 

1.1 

of  the  1 1  r er rill 1 1 ve  .ictioris  to  the  pr.'.osed  action  that 

.4 

we've  just  covered.  And  I'rr  only  going  to  mention  key 

15 

feat.jres  that  you  should  be  aware  of.  The  alternative  number 

*6 

one  still  requires  the  deployment  of  two  .hundred  hard  mobile 

launchers  on  one  hundred  silos,  but  in  this  particular  case 

18 

we're  using  pre-eng i neered  buildings  in  lieu  of  igloos.  The 

*9 

iignificance  here  is  that  the  safety  zone  where  inhabited 

20 

facilities  will  be  prevented  or  prohibited,  is  much  larger: 

2* 

now  one  thousand  seven  hundred  ninety-five  feet,  but  as  1 

22 

indicated  earlier,  we  will  still  be  able  to  select  our  l.f's. 

23 

so  th.ir  we  will  be  able  to  avoid  inhabited  facilities,  even 

24 

under  this  option. 

26 

A 1  tern.it  i ve  two  involves  the  depl.iyment  of  two  hundred 

b- 

•Si* 

C4 

> 

Id 
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c.itpd  o.irlier  tho  I'titt  Fiji  w.tr  released  in  .luno  of  this 
year,  .’ure  the  2'>th,  -uid  copies  were  sent  to  everyone  that 
attended  the  scopin'!  rteetitKis  and  were  also  ma-le  available 
t.)  all  the  pahli'-  tihraries  in  the  area. 

The  puM  1C  has,  hasioaMy,  until  the  2Jst  ol  Au^ju.-t 
in  which  to  live  ..s  ■'onwr.ents.  It*  other  words,  you  can  qive 
;iS  confftenfs  toni  jht  ?r  yoi  car,  .jo  home  and  you  ran  consider 
what  we  n.ise  presented  here  t'-ni'^ht  and  send  mail  comments 
if.r.-!  i,s.  Ati.i  as  h;i..4  .i>  wr  teceive  them,  p«'StmatKed,  by 
the  21st  of  A.Jiust,  they  will  be  Oiven  equal  cons iderat lon 
tc  y.'ir  verbal  ■-•^mmentri  tOf.iqht.  The  reason  we  have  to 
o  ;»  1 1-  o' f  ot!  the  2l5t  o'  A  .  just  jr  that  we  need  to  have 
s'lfficimt  t  It!!'  'o  an..'y^f’  vo.ii  inp'jts  ,jnd  make  rid  justmen^s 
,r.  •!.>••  ifre:.  t ,  aH  nocC';  •'.  >  i  y  .  and  puhli-h  it  to  meer  the 

i  ;ri!i'!  this  p.tili'  tirrio'l,  we  intend  to  have 

1 1  X  •  ii'l  i  •  he.ifir,;'  .  two  r.iMC  he.iriT.'TS  'hat.  we  had  sr-.ipiri': 
nee';r,).i.  Th''-  w<'  aide}  Hat  Ii’wf  ./n  and  Aiavsta  was 

1  i-ir  ti  i:;:,.*  ',  'ha'  we  :e:eived  a'  the  sropiirj  mert;n«^s 

'"Ilf  w  '.«><••  lei  jer  rr'ie  people  have  'he  Op;ortunity  to 

N-'/w,  'he  f  .1 1  Im-'ic'  rt.ifenetif  addresses  the 

j  jeM'es  of  'he  rlep  1  .  >y  me  ri  t  a  fid  'hr  peacetime  ejieratmn 
‘  * '^rra  1  1  I  'htl  i'  Ml  1 ?  r'lm  Air  Verre  Oase.  You  m-ly  be 
iwitr  f'lir  troer.fi,  i  dr.  iciir  w.is  fr.ide  to  depl.ny  a  KT-IJS 


'  fifty  hard  mobile  launcners.  A'jain,  this  time  on  one  hurt- 

^  dred  twenty-five  silos.  The  impact  here,  of  course,  is 

3  that  there's  more  operatioral  people,  more  facilities  to 

*  const  I  act.  So  we’re  seeing  larger  impacts  in  a  socio- 

s  economic  arcni. 

*  The  last  alternative,  alternative  three,  involvis 

'  deploying  two  hundred  HMLs ,  or  hard  mobile  launcners,  on 
B  two  hundred  silos.  That's  one  for  every  available  silo. 

S  Now,  the  drawbacks  of  this  particular  system  is  that  the 

*0  Air  Force  has  no  flexibility  in  the  selection  of  silos  so 

11  this  :\»rtifular  case,  and  this  particular  case  only,  we 

12  could  impact  inhabited  facilities  at  twenty-five  launch 

13  facilities. 

14  Now.  ^ust  to  -.ive  you  some  point  of  reference.  I've 

16  been  talking  about  pr e-engi neered  buildings;  and  this  is 
•«  an  illustration  of  what  a  pre-engineered  building  might 

17  look  like  at  a  typical  silo. 

15  Now.  let's  look  at  the  schedule  by  which  we've  been 

m  working.  We  have  been  un'.er  an  extre;  ely  tight  schedule 
20  because  of  the  requirement  by  the  Congress  to  deploy  the 
2t  system  by  1992.  We  started  this  EIS.  or  the  Environmental 

22  Impact  statement,  c.rly  this  year  and  we  had  scoping 

23  meetings  in  four  locations  a  well  as  meetings  with  the 

24  federal,  state  and  local  a-encies  to  get  input  on  what  were 
26  the  issues  that  should  t?  analyzed  in  this  EIS.  As  I  indi- 
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ref  .--ling  wina  to  M.t Imst rom  Air  Force  Base.  An  environmental 
assessment  was  done  or  prepared  for  that  particular  deploy¬ 
ment  and  the  consequences  of  that  deployment  are  included 
as  a  baseline  or  nc-acticn  condition  in  the  EIS.  You  may 
also  be  aware  that  in  response  tc  the  congressional  direction 
to  the  President,  the  President  h.»s  recommended  the  deplsy- 
tfent  of  fifty  peacekeepei  missiles  in  a  Pail  .lartisor.  Basing 
.MO'le  and  dentified  Malmstiom  Air  Fcr'.'e  Base  as  a  candidate 
for  that  particular  basing  mode.  The  cutrulative  impa'ts 
of  both  the  Small  IC'BM  .ind  the  Peacekeeper  missi-'n  going  to 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base  are  included  also  in  the  EIS. 

Now,  we  looked  a'  twelve  res'^urce  categories  in 
studyin<i.  or  we  div..ied  hur  analysi.s  into  twelve  resource 
categories.  And  we  will  first  of  .ill  start  '-ur  andl)Sis 
by  locKirui  at  The  l  irgest  jeograph;  il  o.xter.t  ;  f  the  imparts 
but  then  havin-i  a.-C'.impl  inhed  th.i'  analysis,  we  f.xn.sed  Oui 
ittenti'n  •':>  ttn  se  ireis  wnere  '“e  inpacTs  were  mest  pro- 
n--ur.c»-d.  We  identified  in  the  •«.  rcumo.n  t  where  vc  ffl*  the 
impacts  were  s i<in  i  f  i-'an t  ,  oj  atv.ther  way  of  Sriyin.;  ;t.  is 
iit;.-'t  t  .ir.t .  o  t  .'f  tho  ite.iTest  v'ci'  ei  :  .  And  wo  •  o  identified 
the  ien-ith  or  -lura'ic',  '-f  th*>  impa-  Ts  whe'her  they  were 
}t.Rt  sh<'t  t -d  II  at  ion  issc'-- 1  .at  ed  with  the  c.'rs  t  r  ic  t  . '■n  a.'iv;- 
ties  Ol  l..n'i-.i.ir.atio'i  .asroc  i  ated  with  pt  manly  operati 
act  I VI I les . 

The  .me  p'^iTit  1  shr..ld  mike  about  this  entire  i.-  ;r.n- 
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'  fnetit.il  S  t  .1  f  einei.  t  is  fhat  .  based  u(v>i<  tny  leiii-e  in 

*  fJ.Pi.e  s  fatt-meikth .  that  the  iin)>.iv-tH  assuiiated 

1  with  this  depUiymcnl  .u  e  on  .i  inlutively  minoi  soale  and 

*  in  my  OHinion,  with  jmlu  luus  at'lioii.  both  by  the  lor.il 

^  author  1 1  les  .und  the  Air  K>/ce,  fan  bt*  nuti.jateil  taitly 

6  easily.  Uowevei ,  it  doesn’t  mean  to  say  that  we  have  to 

'  speak  liqhtly  of  what  the  impacts  are.  Vie  do  have  some 

a  maior  concerns,  primarily  *n  the  sa<'ioerofio(ntc  aren.v  and 
9  also  as  it  was  mentioned  last  niqht  in  uui  heat  ih'i  in 

^0  I.ewistown.  with  respect  to  t  r  ana|xir  f  at  ion. 

”  In  the  fust  resource,  socioeconomics,  we  looked  at  ai* 

'2  basic  areas.  The  regional  economic  base,  den^'jraphic  chaiac- 
u  teriali>.s.  housin.},  education,  public  services,  and  public 
'*  finance.  In  the  economic  base,  we  looked  ,it  the  impact  upon 

15  the  entire  nme-counly  region  effected  by  the  deployment 

16  and  we  made  an  estim.tte,  or  our  analysis  looked  at  what  were 
It  the  labor  requirements  re-tUired  by  the  Au  fone  t,  constiuct 
16  the  system  and  what  was  t'-e  aua i  labi i  i  ty  ,,f  labor  in  the 

19  area.  Of  course,  the  .greater  amount  of  lalxn  that  was  avail- 

10  able  in  the  area,  the  greater  economic  benefit  to  the  area 

i.  Itself. 

22  As  I  mentioned  e.irlier.  the  peak  employment  was  about 

23  eleven  hun<lred  people,  hut  associate.}  with  that  {K^ak  employ- 

24  meiit  there  was  an  indirect  labor  tequitvment  for  emplov'ment 
^  of  about  twelve  hundred  peoj':c.  These  would  be  those  people 


'  ifivojc.'d  in  sales  /-r  s»Tvi."es  m  support  ■■'f  r  ht-  <-lfVrn 

?  hundred  people  w»/rking  on  the  propjct.  And  that  tweiv 

3  hundred  people  wf^uld  U*  avail.itie.  Th-'U.?  tw.  lv.-  hundr.-d 
*  indirect  jobs  would  be  required,  not  only  in  th.-  '-onst  ru.-t  jor 

6  phase  of  the  proi^ct.  but  also  in  the  uperati  nal  phafi«-  -f 
6  the  project.  Based  upon  our  analysis,  we  have  in.licaf.d. 

T  or  we  have  concluded,  that  over  eighty  p-rcent  of  those  ;obs, 
B  both  the  eleven  hundred  and  the  twelve  hundred  coBbin«*d, 

V  can  be  filled  by  people  from  the  local  area,  c.r  fr.-m  the 

10  etate  of  Montana.  We  estimate  that  the  employment  .ate  m 

11  thiB  particular  region  will,  the  unemployment  rate  rath»*r, 

12  will  drop  by  one  percent  because  of  this  p-irticular  activity. 

13  Furthershire ,  due  to  the  activities  here,  there  will  be 

14  an  additional  about  5990  Billioo  dollars  sp^-rt  in  the  area 

16  between  the  years  1990  and  5O05  and  on  an  .innual  basis,  the 

16  military  and  the  contracting  office  on  the  base  would  spend 

17  about  561  million  dollars  in  the  area.  So,  overall,  our 

ta  assessment  as  far  as  the  economic  base  is  cencerned.  that  the 

19  benefits  of  this  project,  or  that  project,  would  be  extremely 

20  beneficial  to  the  area. 

71  Now,  moving  on  to  demographics ,  In  this  particular 

22  area  we  looked  at  estimates  of  the  community  population 

21  and  assessed  the  potential  for  similation  'f  the  in-migratinq 

24  population.  Now,  most  of  the  i  n-migrat  in«i  population  will 

26  he  associated  with  the  military  coming  intc,  the  area  and 
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that  will  be  greatly  {cruse<1  in  the  Creat  Falls  area.  We 
see  associ.ited  with  tnc  thirty-one  hundred  people  r-'min.j 
into  the  I'lils,  when  yi-i  include  »beii  f  ,tmi  I  le*. .  you  .ai 

see  ihai  we  nave  an  itvcrease  of  between  seven  to  eiuht 
thousand  people  or  the  {>opal.T»  ion  of  tlieat  f.ins,  the  mili¬ 
tary  fxipulation  of  dreat  Kails,  would  chan-je  from  about 
ten  thousand  seven  bundled  people  t<'  over  eighteen  thousand 
fieopjc. 

Now,  that's  ,in  inire.tse  loin-)  from  fifteen  percent  of 
'he  fjop'jlation  to  twenty*  four  jx-rcent  of  the  I'opu  1  at  i.»h  -.if 
ci».at  Falls.  And  lust  the  char. act  er  i  s*  ics  iif  these  |>e»ple 
are  gji*e  iifferenf  fro.-n  the  teuidential  people  of  the 
jxip'i  I  a  I  i ‘Ui ,  In  t  h  ifi  •!  le,  in-*.>rw,  ria«  ifal  •;fat-.is  and  gefigta* 
pt(  i  c  -  r  I  1 1 II .  >  wo  l  1  n.l  in  » ti  i  •-  j  .ii  1 1*  ul.tt  effort  .Ji 

analysis  that  thp  impa-  ts  would  he  <(iife  s »  i/.-i  f  i.'ant , 

Aiiothof  lie. I  . ••  (  i  HicPii;  is  h.T'is i i»«i .  In  thin  |hirticil.«i 
analysis,  we  l'.,kcj  it  i  he  .tv-i  i  1  ah  i  I  1 1  -f  housini  in  the 
legim,  mil  1 1  '  r.  ahili'j  ♦«.  le...  rtd  t"  ’V.,i  p.ii  t  i  >*<j  i,tr  needs. 
Now,  1  •ih  'il  1  p'lii.t  '’;,t  fieri’  that  the  Air  r'or-.-e  poliiy  is 
to  rely  on  The  L-c.il  hoiiSii,.|  market.  Ai»,i  .-.nly  if  tne  local 
fio'isiMi  marker  •I'UKr  resjxifi-l  t->  the  miJii.rry  need.s ,  will 
the  Air  K-'t-e  ')me  in,  ind  either  build  housing  '’i  provide 
h.’,sifi.j  throigh  some  .-thej  federal  pt"«rr.am. 

Ill  thir  .iipilyri'i.  we  onciudel  that  d-irtng  the  opeia- 
ti  oiai  ph.ine,  there  w.is  s  /fficjerit  hofpjq,  mctels,  .an<l 


permanent  facilities  in  the  area  to  meet  out  needs.  However, 
It.  *he  oper-it  lonal  phase  we  disccveied  th.it  the  private 
sec  r.ai  'VuM  not  rr’spor.d  and  provide  hnusiT.-i  that  the 
.iver.age  military  person  ccu.irt  aff-iT-l.  As  .i  c,  nseg.iet.ce , 

It  Will  be  nechMsaiy  t-n  the  n.’it.n-  to  provide  otf.er 
bousing  on-h.ise  or  through  .mothei  federal  pt-  ir.irt. 

Anothei  aiea  of  crincern  was  educ.ation.  In  this  lase, 
we  looked  .If  the  a<-hotiJ  ay^tems  i  .n  tne  elJO'.  t.  i  ite.i  and 
then  .ibility  to  ass  1  mi  I  itik  the  ohildren  ,iss-i,-i  at  ed  wilt,  th.- 
i  r>-n,i<ji  at  i  ii-t  p'pulation.  The  tt.n'us  -if  •  ;t  i' *  <M>t  i  -r. .  >'t 
th*.  t>  C;.s  of  thr-  iiT-p.ict  .  w.i«!  the  fireat  K-tlls  s  hiM')  system 
wi'ere  there  was  gc  i  rvi  to  he  .ir.  i  t:c  r  e  I'-.e  cf  twr«i\e  huntre-1 
r.tu-lents  r..  th.it  Kv'-tem.  -'i  arnr ■ -*  im„i*  e i v  •  . per 'it-.i 
I  rn  - 1  e  me  .  Th  is  wo.,  i  1  c  aus«.  t  hi-  r.  t  .len  i  -  t  r  acf.ei  i  at  i  ■  '  *  - 
exeoed  T he  state  s  r  and.i  r  -i  w  1 1  he...  t  ,i  ir, 1 1  i >iat  i  ve  a  - ' t  ,  - n  . 

In  all  the  other  scho*.;  s-  ■  » ems  we  saw  if.  it  there  wi*- 
a  p.>p>i  1  at  i  .)!•,  ir.'-rease  .-f  rroje  •’  i-,  fitty  «• »  ..i  I.’ s 

which  <~oijld  he  well  hmdlpg  f.v  thieve  scf.r-.'l  s-.stems. 

Under  puhlic  servia-s.  wv  !o''«e.t  at  the  .  tp.u- . 1 1  le-. 
of  ;  he  services  provided  by  the  i->'ii  e,  the  hoaitT-  .i-il 
wel/.»ie.  erc'eteta,  s  i'’t-«»r  f  the  •.ee-!v  .  '  The  .  n  1  ;  t  a  ♦  » •‘.i 

fiopul  .ir  ion.  As  fai  -is  th«  ser--  ces  leiiire-t.  we  !  e 1  t  Ket  e 
was  goin.i  to  be  a  sli-iht  imre.ase  i  t;  dersnid  Viit  --dd 
Cause  between  a  five  to  »er,  percent  in-re,**.'  :r  tne  -lurtl-r’s 
of  servicing  people  ir'piiied.  bit  a--  for  o-  ph ,  •  i  (i  ,ii- 
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ties  we  found  that  most  of  the  facilities  in  this  area  were 
built  for  populations  much  larger  than  would  be  experienced 
within  the  next  ten  to  fifteen  years,  and  therefore,  could 
well  handle  the  in-migrating  population. 

In  public  finance,  we  analyzed  the  revenues  that  could 
be  gained  by  each  governmental  agency  and  the  corresponding 
expenditures  that  will  be  required  by  them  to  provide  those 
services  that  I  ]ust  talked  about. 

The  focus  of  our  attention,  or  the  focus  of  our  concern, 
IS  the  city  of  Great  Falls,  Cascade  County,  and  the  school 
systems  where  throughout  the  entire  life  of  this  deployment 
without  mitigated  measures  those  )ur isdictions  will  suffer 
finaticidl  shortfalls. 

I.  Wheatland  County  and  in  Harlowton,  we  .see  very 
minimal  impact  on  the  fiscal  arena. 

In  utilities,  we  looked  at  solid  waste,  wastewater, 
water  and  energy.  And  in  all  categories  we  found  that  there 
was  sufficient  capacity,  either  existing  or  programmed,  to 
meet  the  needs  of  this  particular  program. 

In  transpor tar  ion.  we  analyzed  the  roads,  public 
transportation,  railroads,  and  airports.  But  again,  we 
focused  our  attention  on  roads  since  we  saw  no  substantial 
impacts  on  those  other  categories. 

Now,  we  found  that  in  the  construction  phase,  there 
was  going  to  be  considerable  congestion  on  the  roads  around 
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Under  recreation,  we  looked  at  both  regional  and  local 
recreational  facilities  to  determine  whether  they  have  the 
c-ipabi  1  ity  to  absorb  an  increase  in  in-migration.  In  the 
case  of  regional  activities  there  was  sufficient  rapacity 
to  do  so.  As  fat  as  local  recreation,  the  impacts  were 
only  associated  with  the  Croat  Falls  area.  n  all  other 
communities  the  recreational  facilities  were  more  than 
sufficient  to  handle  the  needs  of  the  in-migration. 

Under  visual  re.iource.s  wv  u.sed  the  Bure.,ij  of  l.and 
Management  '  ?!  Visual  Pesources  Management  Methodology  to 
determine  the  imp,Tc?s  of  construction  of  such  things  as 
silos  or  Igloos  on  the  l.indscape.  Because  of  the  earth- 
i-nvered  nloos  ability  to  blend  in  with  the  l.indscape.  we 
felt  »h.-if  there  would  be  a  minimal  impu't  -^n  visual 
resources  in  nor  th-<‘etit  r.i  I  Mont-ina  region. 

In  p.i  leoritolog  ica  I  and  cultir.il  resources  we  looked 
the  cfjerf;:  r.}  the  prehistoru:,  historic,  ar  ihi  te-  t  ural , 
N.ifive  American  .inrl  p.i  1  eon  to  I  on  U' a  i  resources.  B.isic.illy, 
under  rrehistnric  resc-irros ,  the  sites  that  could  be 
cffcr»nd  wore  rioir  briiie  construction  and  river  crossings 
Tr:d  in  liciition,  »here  were  i  ppr  i^x  i  mat  e  1  y  thirty-eight 
Ur.ricn  fi.-ili?ier.  »h.if  ire  l<><-at?»d  in  landforms  where 
!>  t  p-h  I  s  t  or  i  c  iitif.icts  are  likely  to  be  found. 

I't  f h«  hr  idles  that  ro,l<i  he  effected  by  our  reconstruc- 
?  I'ln  of  the  roads  throughout  the  Montana  are.a,  one  is 
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the  Great  Falls  area  with  workers  going  to  the  base.  But 
there  would  also  be  disruption  o'^  roads  throughout  the 
entire  deployment  area  as  the  si..te  goes  about  repairing 
bridges  and  repairing  roads  to  bring  them  up  to  our  parti¬ 
cular  needs.  S-a  we  saw  some  degradation  of  level  of 
service  during  that  particular  time.  Furthermore,  because 
of  the  increased  use  of  the  roads  by  the  military  vehicles 
to  support  this  particular  deployment,  there  could  be  some 
lowering  of  the  level  of  service  on  roads  throughout  the 
entire  area. 

In  land  use.  we  looked  at  both  urban  and  rural  land 
uses.  With  respect  to  urban  land  uses  we  found  that  there 
was  sufficient  developable  land  to  support  our  particular 
needs . 

Under  rural  land  uses,  we  were  concerned  about  the 
amount  of  land  that  we  would  take  out  of  agricultural  use. 
Again,  that  number  has  gone  down  significantly  since  we've 
been  able  to  analyze  each  launch  facility.  And  we  are  now 
looking  at  between  .1  and  1.6  acres  per  launch  facility 
selected . 

The  other  area  of  concern  that  was  documented  in  the 
EIS  was  the  impact  on  inhabited  homes.  We  identified  the 
worst  case  ih  the  EIS  for  each  of  the  alternatives.  But  as 
I*ve  indicated  now,  the  proposed  action,  that  will  not 
effect  any  inhabited  homes. 
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eligible  for  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  and 
SIX  could  be  eligible. 

There  are  some  very  important  fossi I -bear i ng  areas  in 
the  st.ite  of  Montana  and  there  is  the  possibility  of  dis¬ 
turbing  some  materials  that  are  important  to  the  scientific 
community  at  several  of  our  launch  facilities. 

And  lastly,  with  respect  to  the  American  Indian, 
there  .ire  no  known  sacred  sites  that  will  be  disturbed  by 
our  construction  activities.  However,  we  could  cause 
audible  or  visual  impacts  of  some  Indian  sacred  sites.  How¬ 
ever,  «n  our  consul  tat  ions  with  the  Indians  their  ma]or 
concern  is  the  fact  that  we  could  come  across  a  burial. 

In  that  particular  case  the  Air  Force  has  a  policy  that  if 
we  come  across  an  tndi.in  burial  we  will  identify  or  notify 
the  appropriate  Indian  grou;  and  arianqe  for  a  reburial  in 
accordance  with  their  traditional  ceremonies  or  traditional 
beliefs. 

The  impacts  on  •••egeta t  ion ,  wildlife,  agu-stic  habitats, 
unique  and  sensitive  habitats  and  threatened  and  emlangered 
species  were  studies  in  this  FIS.  The  impacts  overall  were 
not  expe' ted  to  be  s loni f leant .  we  wcild  impact  small 
areas  of  sensitive  veget.ition  around  some  l.f’s..  launch 
facilities.  And  it  is  possible  that  wr  could  temporarily 
disturb  wildlife  particulary  in  sensitive  areas,  paiticu- 
larly  where  big  game  seek  winter  shelter.  However,  o  ir 
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lii  s  t.it  bdiice  shouid  be  small  and  we  do  not  see  any  difticulty 
with  the  herds  or  wildlife  t  ees  tabl  ish  ir.>.j  themselves  after 
the  uons 1 1  ut' t ion  is  complete.  We  <ic  see  the  potential  for 
incteased  huntinq  and  {ishin^j  in  the  area  associated  with 
increased  population.  However,  there  seems  to  be  ample 
capacity  within  the  state  of  Montana  to  absorb  such  recrea¬ 
tional  activities.  And  furthermore,  the  hunting  of  biq 
game  or  sensitive  wildlife  is  regulated  by  the  ^tate  itself. 

We  have  to  have  Section  7  consultation  m  accordance 
with  the  Endangered  Species  Act  to  look  to  see  if  this 
project  would  have  any  impact  on  endangered  species.  Our 
conclusion  was  that  it  would  have  no  impact.  And  this 
conclusion  was  ccncurieJ  with  by  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Serv.ce . 

Under  water  resources  we  looked  at  water  use,  surface 
water  and  groundwater.  Now.  the  program  would  i.nly  use 
about  seven  hundred  acre  feet  per  year  during  the  construc¬ 
tion  .'hise  and  approximately  fifteen  hundred  acre  feet  pet 
year  during  the  operational  phase.  And  this  is  but  .1 
percent  of  the  current  use  in  the  deployment  area.  We 
looked  at  the  capacity  of  the  main  communities  to  be 
effected  by  this  deployment  and  their  capacities  were  well 
in  excess  of  any  demand  that,  this  program  would  pl-*ce 
upon  them. 

We  did  look  at  surface  water  and  we  identified  that  we 
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But  as  1  indicated  earlier  and  keep  on  stressing,  ve  have 
been  able  to  develop  a  proposed  action  for  these  launch 
facilities  which  avoids  those  inhabited  homes. 

Under  altern.it  ive  two,  which  w.as  the  deployment  of  two 
hundred  fifty  hard  mobile  launchers  on  one  hundred  twenty- 
five  sites,  we  found  that  the  aocioe'-onomic  impact*  in  this 
case  would  be  nigne.  ,  first  of  all  hecauso  the  additiotial 
c'instr’iction  reguiretl  ir  the  construction  phase,  and  in 
the  long-term,  because  additional  operating  force  would  be 
rc'fuired  t-o  manage  the  two  hundred  fifty  as  opposed  t<»  the 
two  hundred  haid  mobile  lauficners.  Mo  we  do  sec  a  more 
sevpte  impart  in  the  socioecon*'  i-  .irena  .associated  with 
this  I '  t Cr  n,i 1 1  VC . 

Al  ter n.i t  i vf  tnrce;  ir.'S'  of  the  impacts  .s.soci-ited  with 
this  alternative  a:*'  very  s  milar  to  fie  projxjsed  action. 

The  only  diffeience.  and  of  course  ,i  s  i«i- 1  f  ivant  iioint  to 
he  made  here,  is  that  we  would  imivict  inhabited  facilities 
a?  twenty-five  launch  fi  ilities  with  this  (laiTicular  alter- 
nat.ve.  There  will  he  ni>  way  to  .ivoid  such  an  impart. 

With  the  r>o-actiori  alternative,  that  would  assume  that 
the  base  wer*’  t .o  ■•urit  i  nue  to  operarr  the  Minuteman  system 
and  the  i.ew  'lysterr.,  the  air  refueling  win-j.  ’’rider  this 
fMitirilai  'ption,  or  no-.irtion  a  1 1  er  na  1 1  ve ,  the  pcrcent.sge 
■  f  military  p^'ra  1  ,i  t  ion  in  Great  f.ills  will  remain  at  fifteen 
pr^f  or.t,  and  there  should  be  lust  'he  continued  growth  of 


could  cause  temporary  problems  due  to  se  1 1 met. tat  cr. 
surface  water.  And  this  would  be  jb&'jc  lated  with  the 
construction  or  reconstruction  of  bridges. 

Under  geology  and  so.ls,  we  foind  that  the  augie-ate 
requirements  that  we  would  require  tor  the  cons 1 1  u.- 1 1 on  of 
these  roads  would  approach  three  million  tons.  Now,  there 
are  ample  supplies  of  aggregate  throughout  the  area,  but 
we  could  stress  the  production  capability  of  sumh.  So  m 
the  short-term  we  could  have  significant  impacts.  However, 
in  the  long-term  there  are  ample  aggre- ate  supplies  foi 
the  industry  to  respond  to  long-term  needs. 

And  we  do  expect,  or  wc  are  crncerr.ed  aticit  some  sci  1 
problems  at  certain  launch  facilities  where  the  soils  in 
the  area  are  mcTe  susceptible  to  erosion  and  land  movement. 

In  air  quality  and  noise,  basically,  our  conclusions 
were  that  the  impacts  associated  with  this  deployment  would 
not  be  significant. 

Now,  let's  quickly  look  at  the  •>  1 »  vr  r.at  i  ves  .  If  ycu 
recall  the  first  alternative  was  the  deployment  of  two 
hundred  hard  mobile  launchers  in  pre-engineered  facilities, 
as  opposed  to  the  igloos.  in  this  particular  case  the 
number  of  people  required  would  be  much  lower  and  so  it 
would  have  less  impact  in  the  socioe 'onomic  arena.  We  had 
the  potential  for  more  severe  impacts  c'  rural  land  use, 
particular!,  because  of  the  impact  or.  ,'.habitated  homes. 
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the  Montana  area  with  the  unemrl''>yment  rate  eventually 
dropping  down  to  six  percent. 

Under  the  cumulative  imp.icts  of  both  the  Srviil  IUBk 
and  the  peacekeeper,  for  this  peacekeeper  program  there 
would  be  approximately  an  extra  one  humlred  milliur.  dollars 
worth  of  construction  in  the  area  so  that  wo'.M  add  about 
two  hundred  fifty  addition, >1  ^rb*  or.  top  of  the  clever 
hundred  jobs  t  talked  about  earlier. 

Furthermore,  it  would  take  three  .h  .noted  sever.teer. 
operational  personnel,  .«tid  wheri  you  take  .iccnjit  rhcir 

families,  that  would  add  about  seven  hundred  people  to  the 
population  o;  Gr*'.«t  Falls.  And  this,  .vf  rourse.  in  t'lrr. 
will  increase  the  impacts  on  the  soc  j  oeconcmi .-  ar^'n-i.  tot.r 
for  public  neivice*;,  the  school  'nrcllrent,  irid  m'-st  '.m;>cr- 
tantly.  increase  the  revenue  shortfalls  to  thos*  three 
jurisf}i''t  ions  !  mentioned  previously. 

Now.  an  area  of  qteat  concern  >  o  evei  yu.e  :  >•  •i.iloty. 

In  this  p.ir t ici!  lar  ’:e'  w«*  h.ave  had  a  history  i'f  t wer.ty - f  i  ve 
years  of  operating  the  Minutom.ai'  system  without  t’ y  explv-- 
sion  or  maptr  mishap.  Ffewever.  it  impeiative  ,j;  i;. 
env  i  ronment  a  I  impact  statement  t.'  '.e.^r-t  hyr><'tt,<»c,  .  -o 

wt'rs'  ,>ossiMe  acrident  th  i*  .-ould  o.--.r  -m-l  t.  :  Jc'  t  i  ‘  y 
the  impav'ts  or  the  env  i  ronmerit  a  I  imp.irts  .isr.o- 1  .i  te  i  with 
that  acc ident  . 

The  wots'  {xssihle  imi’ft  th.it  we  .-oj.'I  hyp'' t  re 
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was  wheie  a  tanker  truck  tiiicd  with  fuel  rammed  into  the 
hard  mobile  launcher  as  it  was  rmivinq  aloni}  the  roads.  If 
this  situation  occurred  and  it  theie  was  a  fire  of  sufficient 
duiati‘ii:,  and  if  the  re-entry  vehicle  had  htokcii  open,  there 
IS  .1  •,  I  i) i  1 1  ty  that  some  plutonium  c«>ultl  be  aerosolized 

and  only  one  percent  of  the  plutonium  would  be  aerosolized. 

If  that  occurred,  theio  is  a  [xitential  tor  an  increase  in 
deaths  of  people  atfected  in  the  immediate  area  of  about 
fourteen  per  million  of  those  people  atfeited.  Fur thermot e, 
the  ror.3e<.iuences:  of  cleanup  could  be  considerable. 

Mow.  that  has  been  ulentified  in  the  ms.  However,  it 
saoulil  he  emphasized  that  the  chances  of  this  .incident  ever 
occuriifi'!  ate  hi^jhly  itilikely  and  in  doinij  the  probability 
iii.ilysis.  It,  was  estimate'!  that  it  should  be  about  one  in 
one  hundred  billion  chance  of  this  type  of  accident 
occui r 1 nq . 

The  last  issue  that  1  wish  to  talk  about  rnjht  now. 
are  the  mi t  i<?at  ions  .  These  are  the  actions  that  are  proposed 
to  reduce  the  adverse  impacts  of  the  proposal  action  and 
its  a  I ternat ives .  There  are  some  mitiqations  that  we  can 
assume  up-front:  construction  practices,  etcetera.  They 
have  been  identified  in  the  flS  and  have  been  assumed  in 
our  analysis.  There  are  actions  that  the  Ait  Force  ..an 
take  to  reduce  impacts  that,  now  that  we*re  armed  with  the 
r:if.  we  can  make  }udicious  decisions  that  will  .void  adverse 
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Impacts;  such  as  selection  launch  f  aci  1 1  •.  i  es  that  have 
inhabited  homes  within  the  expanded  safety  zone. 

Then  there  are  other  mitiqat*on  r.easures  that  ar**  not 
within  the  Air  Force  authority.  And  i these  cases,  it  is 
the  prerogative  of  th«'  lor  al  jui  i soic t  i one  ,  whether  it  be 
the  state,  the  counties,  or  the  cities,  to  decide  now  they 
wish  to  respond  to  impacts  in  schools,  in  public  finance, 
in  public  services.  but  after  they  have  made  their  deci- 
sjo  1  on  how  they  wish  to  tespor.J  the  Air  Force  will  worx 
with  those  ,>  uri  sd  ic  t  ions  to  help  them  Uiplomer.t  their 
selected  response . 

That  concludes  my  prejiareii  remarks.  Thank  you  very 

much . 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Col.  Walsh,  Let’s  take 
about  a  ten  minute  recess  and  as  1  indicated  before,  for 
those  of  you  who  came  in  later,  take  the  time,  if  you  wish, 
to  fill  out  one  of  the  comment  sheets.  And  following  the 
recess,  or  during  the  recess,  take  your  completed  comment 
sheet  to  the  back  of  the  room  and  hj.nd  1 1  tc  one  of  t.he 
officers  back  there  if  you  wish  to  turn  it  in.  And  I'll  be 
using  those  to  call  on  people  dur’nq  the  second  half  of 
tonight's  hearing.  Fir-t  of  all  for  clarifying  questions 
and  secondly  for  those  of  you  who  wish  to  make  a  statement 
to  be  a  part  of  the  record  of  these  proceedinas. 

So  let’s  take  a  ten  minute  break  and  we'll  come  back 
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,it',d  contirnin  witn  the  hearing.  Thank  ■ 
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'm;,.  ill// 1.;  iiX.iy,  I  think  we  ‘  i  v  •I'-in'i  t**  i|«> 

■  itu'.i'i  ■>’  '  -M't  >>t  >ri(v).  My  f  list  ({eattl  intin'Jted  tli.it 

■/••■I  were  hitviii*!  iioine  tr-nil<le  <j  i  s  t  1  i  sh  i  n  )  some  t.f  the 
wui.l--  ti«*\  .lusi-  't  itie  .  Ill  ..  1  u<  II  ■  '  1  fit-  a-iKf  i-  I’m 

1  <  i.  (  1 1  ii>i  ( ')  1 1  y  t  ■ '  .111  luy  ii.i  I  t  I  <1  It  w  1 1  tioii*  t  he  .i  \it 

■  If  t  I'.'hii-. .  1  •  lY  her  e  • 

)S-i  ■'  i  how  we  ‘  I  e  to  tins.  You  h.ivc 

Kie  -if  ffie-.e  /»tjf  .t:i  ^  m.jtter  ot  Hjie.iKlhi;  <>r  abhinq  iiues- 
ti.  ri'..  when  1  'jet  to  tfie  iKittoni  of  my  pile.  I’ll  ask 

It  ihtfte's  .inyone  el:se  that  didn't  till  one  ot  these  that 
woul'l  like  to  dll  .>11.  And  wfi.it  we  '  1  f  do  I'i  have  koim'  ol 
ttie  An  Votie  fo'Vn  ifi.it  ,iie  h*'re.  fn  tn-j  V'”**  laisn 

Vonr  fund,  tfir  mi'  Miphonc  s.i  you  <Ji>r»‘t  fi.ivi*  to  qet  «*j)  and 
Walk  about.  They'll  luni  brinq  you  the  mioifmhune  met 
oifhci  stiwi'ijnij  '*1  SJtt'nii.  .vs  you  like.  sp«‘.ik  iiitii  the 
mici  ophimr  i'.  nnn-h  .is  you  r.iu,  qo  ahead  .ind  .ink  the  ijiie-i- 
t  loll  Ol  niiK,'  tlie  s  t  .j  temeri  *  .  And  then  I'ol  .  w.ilsh,  he’ll 
he  i  nt  f' idu',' 1 1»)  the  folkr.  on  fiis  st.nf,  will  re.-ijiojid. 

There  .iie  expei  t>.  iiet«*  t  rom  ,»  numbei  of  subst.jntive 
areas  and  I'm  qomd  to  diieot  all  the  questions  to  him 
•ind  .illow  him  *o  decide  whom  on  his  staff,  if  •myoiie  he 
Wants  to  .inr.wer  tf.c  ions  . 

When  you  v.'ome  up  .inil  when  you  put  your  f.icc  to  tfie 
murrophone  for  .»  question  or  a  statement.  I’ll  ask  you  t'l 
pi»'.  i-.Ti'  your  remai  ks  with  a  <.ie.*r  staf  »*ment  of  your  n.inu-  and 


And  li  />»ui  nime  Uiei  .'iii.-s. 

thinq  other  Ih-fi  '  W'-*'jl'j  soi.-li.  .in.i  I'm  not 

Audrey  Pel  «•  t  mm.  .  whi,  is  fiom  I  ew  i  b  » ■ 'wn  ,  ri,.. 

n.ime  t  or  t  tie  t  oi  d  . 

f.vel  V  '  l>  *  tl‘.  tfiJt  is  S.ild  ;,'lf  1 -i  ;o; 

of  that  rer'oid,  verh.jtim,  with.u.i  i-xi-epriri. 
the  re'.'ord,  it  w.ll  he  iii  the  de.  isi.-n  :  k 


be  .1  pal  l 
Will  be  on 
twill  tie 


factored  into  trie  i 
Jei  iiles  what  .ti  ti... 
I  ’ m  not  fie  i  ii'j 


lit  piui.ess,  fjy  whicr  yi>ui  Moverrioienf 
to  lake  on  t  ti  I  s  j>.»t  t  1  i  r  pi  (qK-sa  1  . 
ritual,  <11  .tny  1  ti  1  II'I  ,  I.' of  on.ithex  fhinq 
I  rwitisf'l  duiiii'i  »ht'  fiist  p.iit  '.1  the  pi .  rod  ^  m;-,  tnete 
was  some  very  ■(uref  cc/'ii’tfni.ir  tori  .ini'ti'ta*  .fif  r.j  ttit  people 
in  llie  r<>om  and  it  terided  'o  interfere  wiin  the  coori 
lepoiter's  heniiiu  of  the  people  tfiat  were  speakiri'j  at  the 
time.  ;l<'»  she’s  sort  of  [o  used  m  iHjth  I'ai^  on  .t  and 

tryiiKj  t^,  p'..t  it  down  in  M"tyi)n  ’.r-tri'id.  •  to  the 

extent  that  you  ‘ould  letr.iin  fior.'  t.H'  mui  h  d ;  ■  n  mi  ba.  k 

.iiid  forth  (lurinq  rtic  time  ’ti.it  oi.e  of  th.e  j>e<iple  o-,  the 

patiel  Of  I  fie  Of  yoo  irKf/nheiS  if  the  p.,J*ll'  is  -.jh.- a  k  i  n.j .  we'., 

appr ec lu t  e  thu  t . 

I’m  j'un.i  to  St  out  with  H.im'/  Cosqii'fe.  And  1 

ai>>l<).ji2e  if  I  h.iv-Mi’’  pioi.oiinced  y.-ui  mime  c.sr  r  e^' t  I  j  - 

if  wc  ■•■HI  qet  you  .1  r ir I »..ph<  Ilf  liere. 

Hl<.  COSOOhlT.:  My  'On'fin.  I  buspe.-t  i r,  rather 
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m'liuhine,  hut  I'm  '•onfet  ne-l  ulX'Ut  noxio'is  weeds.  Aim  I 
not  i.’ed  .in  yom  impa<'t  statement  lh-«t  you  h.i<l  in't  listmi 

we  hive  I  le'  M’l  lo  Whe.itlinl  '  ui.ty  <■?  l.'Mldini 

t.'ids  mil  then  finiliiui  il'Mi'i  those  loa-fs.  liiq**  jMithen 
If  le.ily  spniue  un'l  ''-I’lsiaii  kiia[iweed  .in.l  r.niid i.ii.  thistle 
ati'f  .ifher  weeds.  If  wjuJ.I  ser-i*'  i>-  me  ifi.tt  it  you  intend  t. 
nuild  I'l.irts,  m.nnf.iiii  i  id-.,  oi  m-'V..  l.»i-;e  numbers  ..f 
'.'eti  1  r  le'i ,  fh.ii  thete  h.'uld  be  .»  nii.ktim  fund,  perh-ij'S 
m.in  iqe.l  t.y  the  eon.ijy,  t.,  'nnirof  ffie  wee.ls . 

Aii'l  mil  -.imply  ''if  IS  my  "t.  eiti.  t  w..u|.l  si|.|.}e:.e 
in.n  .1  '-.iiikiri.i  I'Miil,  wiMio'i'  .iivinu  it  mu.-f.  ’h'li.jht,  m 
»  he  nei  itil.-M  ti'.i.d  d  i  ,  .  ip  1 ..  m  .  I  1  .i-  M  « i  s  -  An‘11/.a» 

m.r/  ■.■•■lU-i  Ilk,-  i  H  re  ..n...i.i.f  y-n.  f-.lks,  but  if  yii’v 
.  I  Ml  t  I  .)  1  I  weed'- .  oi  h.id  »'  ■•■nlrol  tlieiT’.  •.ja'ii.l  noiiey  (.‘I 
.tiemi...l,  I  >b<M  eq..  I  pm.Mit  .  aii'f  <-•>  on.  Itiut  r  tl.  be 


.[■i 


I'll'. 


It  •/.'  will,  -live  '•«  itis  I  der  .1- 

1.  Has  *  -i-  wi’li  t>i«* 

iii'l  It  .•M’aiiily  IS  an  envifo 

•  i.  .11.  -  "I  .  W.ilsti,  .Jill 


meetin  -,.  Aixl  as  1  iiidi'.iterl  in  my  i-  mrw'i.ts  earliei,  alwiut 
th*.  .p.frMtne  .fces>  lo.id  sy'ilf*mr.,  tfiis  is  .m  «.dl'.  it  we're 
woffiii'i  w;tJ.  I  he  sf.itr-  ir,  p.tli  i.leiiMfyin!  ‘ui  i  e.  p,  i .  emei,  f  r. 

We  I.1«ntl?»«'d  ••Ol  ■  |i;  I  I  •'ni«Mi’ '  to  the  'lu'e,  ’  h»-  st.l*'' 
wh-it  It  will  r.lke  t"  'li'.  m  wh.'it  it  r  ei  »•.;  s  i  >  »e 

.u  -omplinh  *<•  the  n'-nis.  o.d  hrid.n"-  »<•  .••leei  .  -.i  leusiie- 

fn»'i.t’.  .  we  pi .  IV  <  h*  ’tie  '  .1 »  1'  tin.  f  n  ii  le-.'  t .  >  iP".  i  • . .  we  p  i  .  v  l  f 
t  Ue  vt.jte  the  rn'Mie’.  •<  •.  .ipe  i i  •  e  ii  *.  like  •  it.-  ,,f  »he 

•  ti  1  t t  !•  ’ll.  Th*'t  e  I '  1  w.  M  k  ,  1.  I  .  f  mr  ;»**•••  •  h  .»  .,  >•  seen 

it''iM'  )>.••'  '-pe.- i !  i'  .1  I,  f.'i  I  M'ls  .  we  ci.i  ’  the  r  1  1 ’  tui! 

n<.etl;.'t  «’i.»  IT  .:ip,  .n.  11  W.O-,  .1  -.  I. It,  ..S.I.  wneie 

tt.e  lepi..  ••ni I  ve-.  .  ’/.f  .n  .it-,  •  ■  ••tjt  i  .  •  i  ■ 'u..  wei  .• 

»h..  I  I.il*-  in  ’he  1  > 'pme.' I  d  fh.i  i  ••  •  i  n  ••  :i  S  e  to 


pi  .b  lem  ,  ft.  1’  w-  "I  I  1  P. 
*  hr  V'.'il  '  'mm  IS-  l"' 

Iv-j'  k  ».>  ihe  st,,»..  .11, 

■  •  ii  .  nv  :  •  >: 
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'  your  last  name,  just  foi  the  record? 

^  MR.  MAINWARING:  It's  M-a- i-n-w-a-r-i-n-g .  I'm 

^  not  j^ed  to  speakinu  at  things  like  this,  but  I'll  have 
*  a  go  of  it  here. 

^  I  apologize  if  1  ask  some  questions  that  are  already 

^  answered  in  the  ElS,  but  1  have  not  had  a  chance  to  com- 
’’  pletely  read  that  and  it's  quite  lengthy. 

8  COl..  UBIjTOLj  Speak.  Dan.  into  the  mike  as  much 

8  as  you  can. 

'0  MR.  MAlNhABlNC;  1  have  a  list  of  questions  that 

"  you  can  probably  answer  without  much  difficulty.  1  wonder 
about  wh.it  kind  of  consideration  has  been  given  to  this 
particalai  weapon  under  sul.-zero  condition-  and  ground 
blizzards  situation  that  we  have  here  frequently.  How 
you've  tested  that  and  what's  your  conclusions  on  how 
'®  effective  that  would  be  under  those  situations. 

’7  COL.  BRISTOL:  Why  don't  we  let  Col.  Walsh  or 

'8  a  member  of  your  staff  address  that  one.  We'll  take  them 
*9  one  at  a  time. 

«  COL.  WALSH:  With  respect  to  that,  that  was  also 

?'  a  concern  of  the  government  and  we  initiated  a  cold-weather 

test  this  year.  Unfortun.-toly,  or  fortunately,  depending 
upon  your  perspective,  the  system  wasn't  fully  tested  be- 
cause  you  ha'  a  relatively  mild  winter  this  year. 

However,  we  have  had  other  opportunities  to  test  the 
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'  system.  Sane  of  the  contractors  have  cold  weather  facilities 

2  where  they  could  reduce  the  facilities  to  sub-zero 

3  temperatures  and  see  how  the  system  will  work.  And  we  have 

4  been  conducting  tests  under  those  types  of  conditions.  And 
s  I  would  imagine  that  next  year,  again,  we'll  be  back  at 

6  Malmstrom  to  continue  the  cold  weather  testing.  Hoping,  I 

7  guess  again,  contrary  to  what  the  local  people  will  be 

8  hoping  for,  for  real  cold  weather  so  we  can  really  test  the 

9  vehicle  to  the  maximum  extent. 

'0  But,  yes,  that  is  a  concern  and  part  of  the  full-scale 

11  development  program  is  to  test  and  prove  that  the  vehicle 
•2  can  perform  under  such  circumstances. 

•3  MR.  MAINWARING:  Thank  you.  Another  area  of 

14  concern  that  I’ve  read  about  in  the  newspaper,  and  I 

15  question  myself,  is  that  one  of  the  primary  data  gatherers  or 

<6  input  people  you  use  is  Tetra  Tech  and  they  are,  m  fact, 

IT  a  subsidiary  of  Honeywell,  who  is  a  defense  contractor  that 

18  also  has  interests  in  this  project.  And  there's  been  some 

19  discussion  as  to  whether  or  not  there  might  have  been  some 

20  conflict  of  interest  there. 

21  COL.  WALSH:  Yes,  that's  an  issue  that  has  been 

22  rained  in  recent  days.  And  I  would  like  Major  Van  Ness  to 

23  answer  this  particular  question. 

24  MAJ.  VAN  NESS:  I'm  Major  Jim  Van  Ness  and  I’m 

25  the  attorney  for  the  Air  Force  Regional  Civil  Engineer. 
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'  The  contractor  that-  we  did  engaie  to  assist  us  in 

^  preparation  of  this  ilocument  is  Tetra  Tech.  It  is  a  wholly 

'  owned  subsidiary  of  Honeywell.  The  way  this  situatum, 

*  th.1t  you  speak  about,  -irose,  in  r*eti  Tetra  Tech  was  one  of 

^  four  portions,  or  divisions  of  Honeywe»i’s  marine  systems 

*’  group.  Also  during  a  jxirtion  of  Hfifi  a  scp.irate  'livision 
'  of  Honeywell’s  marine  system  group,  the  Space  and  Strategic 

8  Avionics  Division  was  one  of  three  cootr.»ctors  on  contract 

'  t.o  the  Air  force  to  do  concept  development  work  on  the 
use  of  ring  laser  gyroterhnoloijy  for  missile  navigation. 

"  The  issue  that  lias  been  raised  in  the  •  reoardimi 

»n<'  conflict  of  interest  was  one  that  concerned  .is.  So 
•3  'O'- k  a  good,  hard  lr>ok  it  it  in  an  attempt  to  determine 

'*  whether  there  was,  nd.-ed,  real  conflict  of  interest. 

And  o,;r  -oncl.-.i  -n  was  that  there  was  not  tor  a  v.ri  lety  of 

rea-.onr-  tn,|»  i'll  prcvi-ie  y-oo  tofiijht. 

'■  iii'  t.  t'l-'  w'.jk  that  w.i'i  frine  for  concept  de-.-elopment 

'I’  >r»  the  f  1 -1  I  la-ci  teshfK'I-igy-  :  r,  m  no  w  ■•/  dejiemJent  •q>on 

•i.f  ■.l*irvi*e  'I'  'o  deploy  the  r;mall  ICPM.  In  fact, 

,r,,.  •  .ritr  I't-.,  f  t  f  'lirce  ••ontt  ic*  that  were  i  r;  effei-t  in 
,  '..r  't  i-  I leve  1 . 'pr.cfi t  w'tk  .».-*  ial!y  expired 

/?  y,-‘  .re  •h<-  ;  e  1 1  n  I  at  i  ve  F  nv  I  r  otimeti  r  ,i  1  Impact  St  .tement,  which 

,1  j  ,  the  1,1 '•  U"  er -c  I  f  f')  1  h  i  d'-.'.ne'if  was  even  trarismjtted  to 

r  ',-’  |i  e-  . 

,t>dl/,  in  l•-•*obeI  -1  I'’iRh  n<)u«-ywel  I  was  i-omt.letely 


•0 


eliminated  from  any  further  work  on  the  navigation  system 
for  the  Small  ICBM  and  this  down  select,  during  which  they 
were  eliminated,  was  completed  before  the  LEIS,  the 
Legislative  Environmental  Impact  Statement,  was  completed 
and  before  work  on  this  document,  the  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  was  even  begun. 

Thirdly,  oven  prior  to  I9ft6.  Tetra  Tech  was  in  com-- 
plete  control  and  had  complete  authority  to  manage  its 
own  day-to-day  operations.  No  one  in  •oneyweii’s  marine 
system  groups,  let  alone  the  avionics  aivision,  supervised, 
read,  or  directed  any  of  the  effort  that  Tetra  Tech  did  for 
js  to  assist  us  in  the  preparation  of  the  document. 

Fouithly,  and  I  think  most  imix^r  tant  ly .  the  Draft 
Lnvitoivpental  Impact  Statement  that  we're  considering  this 
evening  is  an  Air  Force  dcrument ,  Tetia  Tech  was  engaged 
simply  to  provide  technical  assistance  in  the  prep.»ration 


of  the  doc  .ment  ,  H  'wover  ,  the  Air  Force  i  n:lepondent  I  y 
ev.iluated  tiotf;  the  l.eg in  1  1 1  i  ve  Fru r '.rirepit a  1  Impact  Statement 


•iT.d  this  Praft  Fn-cir-’fTner; t.» ;  Impart-  yt a t omen*- .  Kr  used  our 
own  envi  ronmenr  a  1  te.-hnicil  specialists,  we  i  isr  fcill  and 


rnmpletr  r  espons  itvi  1  1 1  y  foi  t-oth  the  srrpe  ind  .-rntcncs 

?2  of  the  entire  diiryment. 

,■1  And  finally.  1  might  p""'*  rut.  for  the  rerrtf.  that 

24  in  a'-rordan-'e  with  t -se  ■-..iiiiril  on  Fnvn  'nre-t.t'.  ;  i ’  s 

Regulations.  Te»ra  Tev'h  did  prepare  v>r  did  si  jn  -s-ire 


ea 

> 
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statements  prepared  by  the  Air  Force  on  Aucjust  ISBfc  and 
on  July  2,  l'*87  for  the  Legislative  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  and  the  Draft  rnvironmental  tmp»ct  Statement, 
respectively.  Thank  you. 

HAINWAKING:  Thank  you.  Another  concern 

that  I  had  was  maybe  you'd  like  some  further  explanation  of 
the  movement  of  these  pieces  of  equipment  to  Great  Falls. 
There's  going  to  be  approximately  two  hundred  of  them,  you 
said  they're  going  to  be  returning  to  Great  Falls  once  per 
year,  so  they'll  be  on  the  public  highways. 

Does  that  mean  that  there  will  be  one  of  those  on 
the  highways  every  other  day  or  will  groups  of  them  go  in 
at  one  time?  Vou  know,  what  will  the  duration  of  their  use 
of  the  highways  be,  I  guess? 

COL.  WALSH:  Yes,  this  is  a  concern  that  was 
raised  last  night  in  Lewistown  and  would  be  of  concern, 
particularly  to  farmers  moving  their  harvesting  machines, 
etcetera  on  the  roads.  And  we  recognized  it  in  this  parti¬ 
cular  document. 

The  actual  movement  on  the  r'>-tds  when  we  combine  both 
movement  of  the  hard  mobile  launcher  and  all  the  associated 
equipment,  could  mean  an  additional,  l  believe  it  was  two 
hundred  seventeen  movements  per  day  on  the  tISfe?  and  two 
hundred  thirty-five  movements  per  day,  I  believe  that  was 
the  number,  on  the  Interstate  15. 


".(...'I  r.t-;v 


These  being  the  people,  not  only  tne  big  machines,  but 
also  the  personnel  support  vehicles,  etcetera.  In  our 
analysis  of  chose  additional  movements,  we  saw  that  there 
could  be  a  lowering  of  the  level  of  service  on  those 
routes.  This  would  be  from  an  A  to  a  B  level.  An  A  level 
being  one  where  --  first  of  all,  let  me  explain  what  the 
level  of  service  is.  That's  the  degree  to  which  the 
driver  can  drive,  what  speed  he  can  drive  at  with  comfort, 
how  many  maneuvers  he  has  to  make,  etcetera. 

So  we  did  some  lowering  of  the  level  of  service  from 
an  A  to  a  B.  An  A  being  he  can  drive  is  fast  as  he  wants 
to  a  6  level  which  means  he's  driving  basically  at  the 
speed  limit.  The  concern  that  it  is  raised,  though,  is 
the  vehicle  itself.  The  hard  mobile  launcher  may  cause 
some  special  impediment  moving  slower  than  most  people 
would  like  to  drive  in  this  state  and  causing  an  obstacle 
to  get  acound. 

At  this  particular  point  in  time,  it  is  the  SAC  policy 
that  movement  around  a  vehicle  would  be  very  similar  to 
that  for  the  transport-erector,  that  is  the  Minuteman  move¬ 
ments,  that  you  are  probably  familiar  with;  that  you  will 
be  able  to  pass  or  go  by  't  when  the  road  permits. 

sow.  one  of  the  things  we  have  got  to  do  is,  working 
with  the  state,  figure  out  what  the  roads  are  going  to  look 
like  that  you’re  actually  going  to  be  passing  this  vehicle  on. 


DOCUMENT  126 


DOCUMENT  126 


And  that  is  a  subject  of  this  on-going  negotiation  between 
the  Air  Force  and  the  State  Highway  r>epar  tment ,  bec.iuse 
there  are  some  roads  which  I  have  been  travcllin'i  on  in 
which  you  have  to  be  very  optimistic-  u  you  wish  to  net 
around  a  fourteen  foot  wide  vehicle,  right  now. 

But  1  imagine  with  the  state  response  to  our  require¬ 
ments  they'll  be  looking  .ir  widening  some  o:  the  ro.ids  to 
make  such  a  maneuver  safely  iccompl  i «h.TbIr*.  .So  th, it’s  part 
of  the  on-qoing  process  that  w*'  have  with  the  state,  to 
resjxind  to  our  needs.  Thank  y(«u. 

MH.  MAINWARING:  i.'kay .  I  had  --  I  o-jess  I  was 
interested  in  yn.jr  --  one  -••I  your  •-•omments  on  the  oveiview 
fh.it  yo.i  nhiTw  there,  yio  i  n-l  i  >',i  te  i  th.i*  ♦hero  w.i-?  <101110  t') 
bo  -in  over cr i)wd i n-j  in  the  I'-ir.r  ide  <'->iinty  i.>  1  i  .  I  guess  l 
would  like  to  know  more  atmut  tn.it. 

col..  KaI.SM:  I  didn't  jif  into  det.til  tonight, 
he'-.i-j",e  I  ttiought  ‘hit  pr-ihiy,  the  people  t  ron.  Har  (owton 
wouldn't  be  so  iiiteies*e>l  in  that  paiticubat  .i<«j.e<-t . 

Rut  fe  c.ir.c.ide  I  ,u:i1y  bill  w  iB  ps)  i  1 1  1 :»  1 't  1 4  unU  has 
lofiij  been  o'-ei  crowde  I .  And  of  .•r.uise  wi;  can't  exp'-rt  o>i, - 
-.elve-i  to  r-o(7ie  in  like  .iti'iel  ■■, .  We  experi  with  the  increase 
"f  pop  ,  1  .1  f  1  rj;v  there  ouid  lie  Jipe  m.-je.i-ied  bi;i<tcli  to  that 

'./nfem,  w'liih  t  ••■in't  r«'.iiiy  ins.-rb, 

f-.r  fh.it  we  call  pibli-*  services  s  i  gni  f  i.ar.t , 

Hut  1  think  is  ’hit  nfi)ble-n,  tn  Cas.-.idc  ointy  .ind  Grej* 


Falls,  so  that's  why  i  deemphasized  that  in  my  diacussion 
tonight . 

MP.  4AINWAPINC:  I  Was  lust  Curious. 

One  other  question  that  i  would  have^  under  the  proposed 
alternative  how  many  IIWlr  would  be  placed  in  Khe.itland 
County  f 

COL.  WALSH:  Off  the  top  Of  my  he.id.  1  c.an't 
give  you  th.jt  number.  However,  if  you  look  in  your  handout 
that  was  provided  to  you  this  evening,  we  have  both  maps 
showing  if  you've  got  good  eyesight  --  where  the  launch 
facilities  are  located  and  the  county  lines.  And  then  or 
the  r-ther  side,  w«»  have  identified  the  launch  f.i''ility 
;i>;rbor<.  th-it  are  ir.  the  piOfx?se<l  icM-m, 

HP.  M,M N'Kap IN'; ;  Than.k  you.  have  a  comment  h-Te 
too.  But  if  you  want  to  wait  atid  have  that  later  -- 
roi..  BRISTOl,:  Go  ahead. 

MP.  M-n.'VWAHlNG:  I  ;u;;t  --  I  .lue.SS  1  wuuld  iike  to 
no  on  record  as  being  opp<3i-ed  to  this  System,  .is  it  is  now 
proposed.  Basic.illy  b.i’^eil  on  th**  '‘ostiinesn  <  f  it  ind 
there  seems  to  stili  be  s-vme  question  n;  its  effic  jenoy  b\ 
some  people.  An-J  somewhere  .ilom  the  1  i  no  1  re.id  where  the 
"nilet  -  Vect  ef  .1 1  y  of  I'efehse.  in  fart,  i  f.d  i*  a  t  ed  that  h«  i  i  t 
th.it  the  C'ist  of  this  system  duln't  tu.stify  it.  lU'-  the.'e’s 
still  r.ome  concerns  and  l  '••hare  '.hose  kini  ef  '-.-n.  e  r  ns  . 

Another  iss'ie  that's  re.ii:-.-  neir  -and  dear  here  i 
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Montana,  and  I  think,  I  have  a  feeling  that  it  is  one  of 
the  biq  sells  of  this  progratn,  is  employment.  And  we  cer¬ 
tainly  need  jobs  in  a  lot  of  these  smaller  communities  out 
here,  anything  that  can  be  of  benefit  to  the  economy  is 
mote  than  welcome.  Out  I  guess  I  would  just  like  to  make 
the  statement  that  I  hope  our  society  can  maybe  look  to 
other  ways  to  spend  fifty  billion  dollars  to  employ  a  few 
people  in  these  local  areas.  Just  as  a  suggestion,  1  think 
we  could  spend  fifty  l-illion  dollars  on  the  state  highways 
of  Montana  and  make  them  a  little  safer  for  everybody  that 
travels  through  here.  Just  a  thought. 

Thank  you  very  much  for  coming,  1  appreciate  that. 

CUL.  BRISTOL:  Bob  Jones? 

MR.  JONES:  Bob  Jones,  the  naiie.  l*m  just  a  local 
person  from  Harlowton.  1  just  had  a  cot.cern,  I  was  curious 
about  in  the  winter  with  all  these  roads  around,  these 
things.  I  can  see  a  hig  maintenance  on  roads  with  snow  for 
these  things.  it  seems  like  the  Soviets  with  a  good  big 
snowstorm,  wouldn't  have  to  worry  very  much  about  where 
these  launchers  were. 

But  my  concern  isn't  that  so  much,  because  1  hope  we 
never  have  to  use  them.  But  who  would  he  responsible  for 
maintaining  that,  whether  it  be  county,  state,  or  the  Air 
Force?  And  the  reason  1  ask  that  is  I'm  not  sure,  if  i 
remember  right,  but  a  few  yeazs  ago.  and  it  was  kind  of  a 
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rough  winter,  they  had  some  construction  on  these  missile 
sites  that  are  here  now.  And  some  of  our  state  and  county 
vehicles  were  used  to  maintain  those  to  r-pen  roads  so  the 
crews  can  get  back  and  forth.  And  1  think  it  kind  of 
stretched  our  local  economy  as  far  as  the  taxes  to  the 
county.  And  even  on  other  people  wore  more  or  less 
stranded  when  they  were  plowing  out  these  missile  bases, 
in  some  cases  the  only  thing  at  the  end  of  a  road  is  a 
missile  base. 

That  was  the  only  thing  I  had. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Col.  Walsh? 

COL.  WALSH:  That  was  definitely  One  of  the  major 
concerns  that  was  raised  in  the  meetings  with  the  commis¬ 
sioners  when  we  introduced  them  to  the  entire  defense 
access  road  process.  In  this  particular  case,  as  our  needs 
go  beyond  that  which  the  county  normally  provides,  it  would 
be  the  responsibility  of  the  Air  Force  to  therefore  provide 
both  the  finances,  and/or  the  equipment  to  support  the 
county  in  executing  the  program. 

But  that  is  a  concern  that  we  have  to  negotiate  with 
the  state,  with  county  commissioners,  etcetera,  over  the  next 
couple  of  years.  ! 

COL.  BRISTOL:  I'm  not  sure  whether  this  indivi¬ 
dual.  and  1  apologize,  there’s  a  statement  written  in  on 
the  bottom  of  the  form  that  has  to  do  with  sonic  booms. 
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which  1  think  probably  is  not  directly  related  to  this 
pcojert.  But  which  is  sometning  the  Aii  :-orrc  could 
legitimately  look  into. 

This  is  Mr.  Cal  hint.  Did  ’  pronoumre  that  r  i.iht? 

Did  you  wish  to  make  a  statement  oi  ask  a  qaestion  on 
the  record?  I'm  sorry,  nvi’im,  I’ve  done  that  before.  1 
have  jumped  the  gender  gap  without  knowino  it  and  i 
apologize. 

ni<i  you  wish  to  go  on  the  recoid  with  this  Or  i»ist 
h,ive  me  submit  this  to  the  Air  Force? 

M2.  CalLANT:  I'd  junt  like  an  answer  on  it  or 
some  i'oimider.it.ion  on  it. 

'■OL.  BRI.'jTOL:  Wf.vjld  you  like  to  have  the  mirro- 
phone  on  It? 

MS,  rAI.:,;c»T:  No.  thunk  yoi,. 

C;d..  b’MgToj.:  !  just  want  to  clarify  that  at 

1  e.i  s  *  IS  fir  .1  I  K  fi>iw ,  .1 '  I'll  let  Col  .  W.»  1  sh  S5»e.»k  to 
thi-,,  I  .'I,;/  '-.I'.'ik  ,is  I  1  lyrr.iri  in  thir;  ler.pec't  from  the 
Air  Force,  no'  .ifi  expert.  hot  from  thr.  ilaims  1  exjrer  lenee, 
!  lot!*'  'hit  rliere’-.  Lee*-,  my  sorii'-  ho.-ir.  activity 

lerar  I*c!  Ir,-  All  ro|'-e  'iils-:ilc  activity,  .»r;  ti 


■nol  1 


•fin*  to  sjie.iK  to  th-Tt? 
h.it's  mi'side  my  .«rea. 

I  think  perhaps  the  moot  .)ppro|>i 


people  to  whom  to  refer  this,  and  perhaps  get  a  few  more 
particulars  from  you  outside  the  context  of  this  hearing, 
are  the  public  affairs  individuals  at  the  Malmstrom  Air 
Force  Base,  or  the  legal  office  there  that  handles  the 
claims  of  sonic  boom  activity  of  the  Air  Force.  We  have 
a  system  not  up  to  receive.  Investigate  and  act  upon  claims  of 
Sonic  boom  activity  generated  by  the  Air  Force. 

MS.  CALLANT:  if  you  referred  it  to  them  instead 
of  my  mferrinr}  it  to  them  a.s  an  i nd i I’idua  1  ,  it  might  have 
more  imp.ict. 

COi..  KALSH:  Have  you  had  any  lmp^ct  from  some 

booms  ? 

MS.  CALlJ^NT:  Y.-S  . 

COL.  BRISTOL:  I  think  the  answer  is,  ves .  she 
h.as  .had  impact  from  sonic  booms. 

M-'I.  VALl.AST;  the  dishe-  and  shakei.  the 

house . 

t'Ol  .  W.MJ'ii;  let's  it  afterw.irdb  and  get 

your  n.ime  and  we'll  ocntari  the  .ippropriate  people  on  base. 

f'OL.  r«RItT->!  :  how,  I've  '.’.oton  to  the  hiittom 
of  my  li'-t  .xlready  of  people  that  lilloj  out  form  and 
indirateil  eithei  a  desire  tr  isk  .i  question  -i  losire  tc 
m.xr.e  .1  sta'omer.t.  H.jt  1  know  th.'te  mu*  f  be  m<'ro.  -‘f? 

.lust  <}i  VO  IS  yo.,1  name  i n>  1  a  s hot  t  s pn  1  1  ;  n  i  of  it. 

MR.  MlJHF.u:;  My  nip.*'  ;  i.  Frink  Mirhels;  an.i  my 
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last  name  is  spelled  M- e- 1 -s  .  There's  a  pioblum 
statewide.  I'n  a  physician  here  in  Harlowton.  Tnere's  a 
problem  statewide.  I’m  also  on  the  fclmerireticy  Medical 
Services  Coiwnittee  in  Montana,  which  involves  physicians 
and  members  of  the  MS  ''ommittee  f  i  om  the  state  branch. 
There’s  been  very  little  interface  in  the  K.st  tew  years 
Since  I've  been  on  the  committee  between  the  military  and 
local  medical  services  concerninq  disaster  response  and 
also  in  cootdi riat ion  of  evacuation  and  gearing  up  of  local 
medical  tacilities  to  handle  problems  that  can  exist. 

Also  there's  beer,  no  coordination  with  the  local  medical 
hospital  here  as  far  as  the  evacuation  of  your  own  personnel 
in  emergencies  which  has  made  it  quite  difficult  to  know 
how  to  respond  to  emergencies  your  personnel  have. 

So  that  there's  two.  There's  a  question  that  will  be 
generated,  the  question  is  generated  therefore  is  —  is 
there  anything  in  the  statement  that  would  deal  with 

the  :re<Ucal  services  in  the  smaller  .»reas  and  what’s  the 
nature  of  the  fact  that  there's  been  poor  response  and 
coordination  in  the  past? 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Col.  Walsh? 

COL.  WALSH:  Well,  there's  several.  You  asked 
several  questions  just  now.  The  first  one  is  t-hat  the  base, 
as  a  general  rule,  should  have  an  established  interface 
with  all  the  emetnency  services  organizations  throughout 
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the  nine-county  region  so  that  you  'an  n.j've  .»  '“oordi  .nated 
and  wel  1 -orchestra ted  tespor.r.e  to  ..ny  type  of  ir.cidcr.t- 

And  your  concern  will  detinitely  be  uisecl  with  the 
basf  personnel  as  soon  as  we  get  back  to  Gieat  falls. 

We  would  anticipate  that  as  th.s  system  was  to  be 
deployed  with  its  own  unique  character istics  that  we  would 
continue,  or  in  this  case,  reinstote  such  an  involvement  of 
the  local  safety  health  personnel  so  that  they  would  under¬ 
stand  how  to  correctly  respond  to  this  particular  system, 
if  it  had  an  accident. 

We  will  bring  your  concerns  back  with  us  to  the  base 
and  indicate  that  you  feel  uncomfortable  that  there  hasn't 
been  sufficient  interface  up  to  this  time. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Yes  ma'am. 

MS.  KKAySEr  1  have  a  couple  of  questions  that 
were  probably  answered  in  the  --  sure,  Marilyn  Krause, 
K-r-a-u-s-e.  From  the  time  --  1  have  -i  couple  questions  on 
the  operations  of  the  missile  system.  From  the  time  that 
the  Soviets  supposedly  launch  their  missile,  what  is  the 
estimated  response  time  of  Hie  Mjdgetman? 

COL-  WALSH:  From  the  time  that  we  detect  that 
we  have  a  Soviet  attack,  we  look  at  twenty-five  minurcs 
for  the  vehicle  to  achieve  its  dash,  and  during  that 
particular  time.  With  the  optimum  siting  of  our  launch 
vehicles,  we  can  gain  access  to  well  over  eight  thousand 
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square  miles  of  area.  That  would  be  eight  thousand  sq<jare 
miles  of  area  that  the  Soviets  would  have  to  be  com-erned 
about.  They  wouldn't  know  where,  precisely,  we  were  in 
that  eight  th<nusand  square  miles.  They  would  have  to 
exhaust,  practically  theii  entire  weaponry  in  order  to  he 
assured  of  killin'^  the  syfstem.  And  th-it  would  be  very 
un.jcceptab Ic  to  them,  be^a.iae  it  would  allow  the  rest  of 
our  strategic  fetces,  our  bombers,  our  submat i nos ,  etcetera, 
to  go  unmolested.  And  so  that’s  why  this  system  is  con- 
silered  to  be  u  'ietorrent.  Bee  luse  of  ;fs  m-ihiJity,  it  is 
survivable.  And  heciuSe  it  is  3urviv.ibic,  it  can  impose 
■in  fiacccpt abl o  d.itivi  ;c  on  the  jy’viet  .'nj'ui.  The  .•Ljviois 
will  not  1'  in  the  first  pl.icc. 

wc  c-af;  continue  t',  hive  ^he  pe.i'C  r.h.it  we  hrve  gotten 
throu'ih  the  deterrents  i  r,  our  i.lget  man  system. 

MS.  KRAl’SF.:  So,  if  I  under  s  t  in<l  th.it.  the 
rei.{>onse  tiri"  fion  --  the  I'l  icr  to  h.ive  it  l.sunched 

ropes  from  i  ri'i  t  on ,  is  that  righ*.’ 

('ol  .  WAISH;  ;t  f.  pes  from  the  Sation.il  C'opimand 
Au*  h'or  1  ty  ,  yer,.  W.i'.id  yi.',  liKO  '  -- 

'■'U..  irAAiffN:  My  name  i ••  Licuten.ant  Colonel 
('>■1  :  ic's-  r  iri'l  J'm  froc-  l/i'.idgu.i  i  t  ei  .''Ai:  in  iJm.ih.i .  And  1 
fhiuk  you're  el'i'liu'i  t<i  the  edi’cri.il  I  s-iw  in  the  ;-.aper 
written  t .y  -  -  i '  t  e  not/  1 1  w.t’i  .t  vet  y  rjo' id  ar  f  I*'  le  .  1 

It  w.i'i  T'-rty  Miller.  I  r<  .Tny  '.ise,  J  r  that 


and  1  had  a  comment  on  that.  The  comment  is  that  to  answer 
your  question,  J  thi.nk  what  you’re  getting  it  is  it  takes 
a  command  from  the  National  (''•ittnand  Authority  to  meve  the 
missiles,  tr.e  l.j.inchet*.  off  of  the  launch  facility.  Is 
that  t:ot  yfxit  question.* 

KI*AiL‘'L:  Yes.  my  'eel  it. g.  that  was  .■•ipir,.j 

from  a  national  level.  By  the  time  it  filtered  down  .Siid 
by  the  time  it  re»<-hed  the  acfu.'il  miiisile,  I  thirik  it  woul'il 
be  t  weri*  y -f  i  v«‘  minutes.  They  w.il''-  't  int  t'M  .‘if. 

(1)1.  l.'^AA.'SON;  That  Ip'.-i'sion  d.jes  not  t.ive  to 
he  made  .at  the  iiitnonal  level  to  move  them  off  of  the  sites. 
That  can  he-  done  -it  SAC  Headquarters  thro  ign  out  existing 
cc.prr.and  c«•:^^fol  p* -x'edure.s  th.it  wo  ha'.e.  If  we  re.oive 
a  teotical  w.iirning  indication,  the  coifznar.der  in  ohief  of 
.SAC.  CINC-SAC,  c.ar.  take  tr,«  same  actions  with  the  card 
mobile  lajiirher  ar  he  wouM  with  1. 1  ?  iileit  aircraft  fcrce. 
They  c.in  l-e  dashe-l  -t:  .fisl'ursed  rvior  •■c  .any  liunching 
or  releasing  of  nuclear  weapons.  That  is  reserved  for  the 
President  of  the  L'r.ited  Lt.itcs. 

MS.  HiA''Sl'::  So  wh-Tt  type  cf  aleit  would  have  to 
be  is.rued  to  acf'i.iJly  get  them  mobilized? 

<'0L.  ISAACSON:  1*  wo. Id  be  a:;  indi.atior,  ol 

Soviet  Irt.inrh,  mssile  l,>un-h,  on  the  ether  •'nd  --  Si  .irt's 
at  t.i.  k  . 

,  yi,A''.srT  So  tne  nir.sile  f  r  or*,  ’'e  f-victs  would 
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actually  have  to  be  in  the  air  before  the  conmand  would 
cone  -lown  to  -- 

COL.  ISAACSON:  That  is  our  operational 
concept.  We  believe  that  th'  desxqn  of  the  system  would 
work  under  those  circuins tances .  yea. 

M.S.  KSAVSE:  So  you'd  still  be  under  the  total 
of  twenty-five  minute  time  limit,  right? 

COL.  ISAACSON:  Right. 

MS.  k'RAL’Sf::  And  you  talked  about  this  HHL  dashing 
around.  1  have  trouble  understanding  how  a  one  hundred  foot 
long,  fourteei'  foot  wide  vehicle  could  dash.  How  far  could 
It  'JCt? 

COL.  ISAACSON:  The  system  is  capable  oi  highway 
speeds,  both  on  and  off-ro.td  mobility,  it  can  go  off-road 
also. 

MS.  KRAUSE:  Even  in  winter? 

COL.  ISAACSON:  Pardon  me? 

MS.  KRAUSE:  Lven  in  winter? 

COL.  1SV.CSON:  Yes.  We're  doing  the  testing  at 
Malmstrom  to  try  to  get  the  representative  deployment  area 
results  that  we  need  to  prove.  We  have  seen  some  good 
results  last  winter  up  at  Malmstrom  during  the  one  heavy 
snow  that  they  did  have.  The  results  are  promising. 

MS.  KRAUSE;  My  other  concern,  I  guess  is  -- 

COL.  WALSH:  Let  me  go  one  step  further  on  that 
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particular  question.  The  deployment  here  has  been  subject 
to  a  considerable  analysis.  And  naturally,  we  can't  be 
just  satisfied  with  ourselves,  we  have  to  be  res|<.nsible  to 
the  Congress  who  is  going  to  be,  of  course,  investigating 
the  efficiency  of  the  system  before  they  put  their  money 
into  It. 

Basically,  what  we  use  is  a  sodel,  nature  reference 
model,  whereby  we  can  characterize  the  capabilities  of 
the  vehicle  and  then  characterize  the  terrain  conditions 
that  exist.  That’s  why  you've  heard  in  the  last  couple  of 
years  about  another  company  that  works  for  the  Air  Force, 
out  surveying  roads,  looking  at  soil  samples,  and  the 
different  conditions.  lo  we  can  characterize  the  entire 
area.  Knowing  the  capabilities  of  the  vehicle  and  knowing 
the  terrain  conditions,  we  can  then  make  a  good  determin¬ 
ation.  an  accurate  determination  of  where  the  vehicles  can 
or  cannot  go.  This  is  a  very  capable  vehicle.  It  is 
capable  of  performing  some  extraordinary  feats  as  was 
desionstrated  during  the  test  down  at  Yuma  Proving  Grounds. 

Naturally,  you  won't  see  it  performing  those  particular 
feuts  as  it  goes  back  and  forth  between  the  silo  and  the 
.Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  But  it  is  really  quite  capable. 

I  should  also  point  out  to  you.  that  in  response  to 
your  previous  question,  the  twenty-five  minutes,  that  it  is 
not  necessary  for  every  vehicle  to  be  travelling  twenty-five 
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minutes  in  order  to  completely  flood  the  entire  area.  Some 
vehicles  may  only  have  to  move  for  a  short  period  of  time. 
Others  may  use  the  entire  twenty-! ive  minutes.  But  they 
will  not  all  be  going  for  twenty-five  minutes,  .»nd  th^n 
hardening.  So  we  don't  need  the  entire  twenty-five  minutes 
for  the  untiro  force. 

roL.  RRir.TOI.:  Co  ahead,  p^i'am. 

MS.  KRAUSE:  That's  okay.  My  other  concern  was, 

I  guesa,  strictly  safety  of  having  those  extra-large 
vehicles  or  nur  rosds,  as  Mr.  riainwaring  pointed  out,  at 
least  one  eveiy  other  day  or.  our  hiqhways.  I  would  think, 
especially  il.iing  tourist  seasons,  that  they  could  become 
real  biit  t  lene^  xs  .ind  real  li  inger  Thank  yc-o. 

rOL.  BRI.STOL:  Anyone  else? 

MR.  .lOHNSON:  Thank  you.  Col.  Bristol.  My  name 
I'l  gta.iley  1ohnno:i.  I'm  a  native  i»f  Lewistown,  •  »er,jdent. 

Bi  I  1 1  n  )•: . 

I'd  like  to  )sk  I.t .  f’ol  .  Wiinh  whai's  hir.  best  estimate 
‘if  ihe  wei'jht,  ill  <if  The  rfiad  weight  "f  one  of  these 
veh  1 '' I  f"i .  H''w  nu' h  wnul'l  or.r  of  the  vehicles  weigh  goiivi 
■lowr;  T.rr.  fii.jhwiy  in  Terms  of  t hoiiF .«!i<ls  of  fxjur.tK? 

CO!,.  WAir;i!:  At  the  pr'-sent  time,  the  present 
wei  jhT  1  ■.  -ilxiuT  fwn  hin'lreil  thiriy-lwo  thii’is.TncJ  pounds. 

MM.  Are  yo  j  .tw.ite,  sir,  th.it  th.it's  more 

•hitj  three  •he  weight  uf  tr’i'ks  fiOw  '•or.vers J ng  our 


highways? 

COL.  WALSH:  Yes. 

MR.  JOHNSON;  So  I'd  have  to  assume  that  travel 
on  highways,  with  safety,  with  these  large  vehicles 
weighing  .<10  much,  that  you  would  rebuild  all  the  routes  Of 
highway  that  you  intend  to  converse? 

COL.  WALSH:  Not  necessarily.  During  the  mainten¬ 
ance  configuration,  we  will  have  extra  axles  on  the  vehicles 
so  that  the  vehicle  would  satisfy  with  state  standards, 
state  weight  axle  standards. 

HR.  JOHNSON:  The  vehicles  will  comply  with  -- 
will  comply  with  the  road  weight  standards  now.' 

COL.  WALSH:  Yes. 

MR.  .JOHNSON;  K  r.  how  many  Minuteman  sites  have 
you  visited  in  Montana,  just  .is  a  auess.  where  yco  intend 
to  b,'e  those  things?  As  an  offhand  auess.  Have  you 
viMt*-d  .iny  of  them,  all  of  then,  ore  of  them? 

r'OI..  WALSH;  Ah'  you  •  liking  .it'out  »  petson.illy? 

MR.  .'OHNSON:  Any  T>ne  of  your  tro-.p.  .my  01. e 

l>crsoii. 

rni,.  WALSH;  we  hive  I'-ronpl ; -hevi  aoti-il  photo¬ 
graphy  of  every  one.  We  h.ive  visited  ei.ery  'ne  wi  th  guite  a 
selection  of  teams  irv-^lvin.j  cultui.ii  t.eorle,  ; -1-3  isi  s  . 

Lockin'!  at  the  site  conf  luu  t  it  i  t-nr. .  *c  see  wfi»;  i'  mh  tike 
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to  upijrade  thein.  Wc  have  been  obtaiiunq  access  rights  with 
property  owners  in  the  surrounding  areas  oi  a  launch 
facility  so  we  could  do  that  particular  work.-  So  every 
Site  has  been  visited  by  a  considerable  force  of  specialists 
so  that  we  have  the  accurate  information  on  that  site  and 
so  that  we  can  make  a  good  decision  on  which  sites  are 
most  appropriate  for  us  to  use. 

MR.  JOHNSON:  My  other  question  would  be  is.  how 
much  more  land  do  you  intetv.'  to  appropriate  around  the 
current  sites  to  expand  sites  to  be  capable  for  the  vehicles? 
How  much  more  acreage,  feet;  how  much  would  it  be? 

COL.  WALSH:  Well,  as  1  indicated  in  my  presenta-> 
tion,  there's  a  difference  between  what’s  in  the  SIS  and 
what  we  now  feel  is  the  most  accurate  number.  In  the  CIS 
for  planning  purposes  and  for  initial  analysis,  we  assume 
between  1.5  to  2.6  acres  per  site. 

Now  that  we've  been  cut  to  each  site  and  have  done  a 
detailed  survey  as  to  how  we  could  configure  buildings  for 
each  of  the  alternatives  that  we  discussed,  how  we  might 
have  to  orientate  to  the  access  road,  we  have  reduced  the 
estimates  to  approximately  .1  to  about  1.66  acres  per  site. 

Again,  it  depends  upon  the  actual  orientation  of  that 
site,  with  respect  to  the  road  and.  of  course.  si2e  of  that 
site  as  it  stands  right  now. 

MR.  JOHNSON:  I  may  not  be  alone  here  in  this 
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crowd,  bur  1  think  probably  most  people  nt>re  nave  seen 
numerous  Minutem.an  missile  sites  in  Nuntana,  in  this  county 
and  in  Fergus  County.  Frankly,  sir.  I  don't  believe  that. 

1  don't  see  how  you  can  base  a  vehicle,  fourteen  feet  long  — 
or  fourteen  feet  wide  and  one  hundred  feet  long  in  the  sites 
that  I’ve  seen  here  in  the  state  of  Montana.  I  simply  don't 
understand  how  the  Air  Force  can  be  so  optimistic  about 
first,  the  weights  involved  on  what  are  essentially  gravel 
roads  when  they  were  built,  and  the  size  of  the  current 
sites.  That's  why  I  asked  you  if  you'd  seen  these  sites. 

They  just  --  that's  not  to  me,  a  believable  estimate.  Thank 
you. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir.  Anyone  else? 

Yes,  sir. 

MR.  CARLSON:  David  Carlson.  I  want  to  know 
something.  It's  always  put  on  the  private  individuals, 
landowners,  whatever,  for  the  sites  in  l-4ontana.  whatever 
the  sites  are.  And  I  kind  of  wondered  to  myself,  doesn't 
the  United  States  government  own  enough  federal  land  in 
Montana  that  they  couldn’t  put  these  sites,  if  possible, 
on  federal  land  if  they're  going  to  do  it?  And  why  is  it 
always  put  to  the  private  landowner  to  take  over  the 
government’s  work  and  things  like  that? 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Col.  WalsfJ? 

COL.  WALSH:  The  Air  Force  did  consider  putting 
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systems  on  to  federal  reservations,  as  i  indicated  in  my 
presentation.  The  reservations  that  we  looked  at  were 
located  in  Florida,  in  Texas,  New  Mexico,  in  Ariron.i.  in 
California,  Nevada,  and  up  in  Washington.  Wc  did  an 
environmental  analysis  on  that  particular  system  and 
compared  that  with  the  Minuteman. 

The  onvironmental  consider.itions  were  mu^h  more  adverse 
at  those  particular  sites.  Both  in  ^  socioeconomic  arena 
aspect,  and  in  the  ph/sicxij  resources. 

Furthermore,  in  looking  at  the  costs,  the  costs  were 
considerably  higher  from  going  to  such  an  operatina  concept 
and  so  when  the  Presi  tent  got  h>,th  the  information  on  the 
Fnvi ronmenta 1  Impact  Statement,  as  well  as  the  costs  asso¬ 
ciated  with  It,  both  costs  and  manp<'wcr  ,  r.e  elected  to  go 
with  the  .Minuteman  basing  where  he  could  utilize  the 
existing  infrastructure  th.at  existed  .it  Malmstrom  and 
s igni  f  1  rant  Jy  reiluce  his  costs  .ind  his  manpower  require- 

COI..  BRIinTOl,:  I  apologize  for  this  humming  of 
the  system.  Can  everybody  heat  or  is  that  cesan.inre 
interfering  with  your  hearing.  A  few  Of  you  are  having 
trouble  heating.  Can  you  :i«ai  me?  Yes,  okay.  I'm  sorry, 
we'll  try  to  speak  up  .i  liriJe  hit.  We  work  in  all  kinds 
of  facilitiCR.  This  IS  .1  nice  facility,  but  it  h.as  some 
unusual  .icouj:  1 3 1'S,  and  I  guess  our  sound  system  helps  that 


problem  a  little  bit  too. 

Who  else  would  like  to  ask  a  question  or  make  a 
comment  or  statement  concerning  any  aspect  of  this  proposal? 
yes  s.r. 

MR.  JONES:  Bill  Jones  from  Karlowton.  A  lot  of 
talk’s  tonight  about  the  present  site  or  our  highway  system 
and  Our  county  road  system.  What  kind  "-f  preparation  work, 
if  any,  has  to  be  done  on  our  private  lajid  where  these 
maf'hines  are  going  to  ao  to  fire  off  the  mirsile.  if  any? 

COL.  WALSH:  1  assume  that  yo^ii  question  is, 
do  we  have  to  psepare  launch  sites  on  private  land  fot  the 
improbable  event  that  we  have  to  arfi.ally  use  these  macnines. 
Is  th.at  — 

The  an.swer  is.  no  such  preparation  is  requiiel.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  tnis  would  be  a  signal  to  the  soviets  so 
they  could  target  just  the  launch  site  and  that  would  ^ust 
defeat  the  whole  purpose  of  this  patiicuiar  system.  You  may 
have  had  persons  working  for  me  on  your  land,  taking  soil 
samoles,  etcetera,  and  the  basic  purpose  of  that  was  to 
feed  into  the  nature  reference  model  that  l  talked  about 
e.arlier  so  we  could  assess  the  ability  of  this  vehicle  if 
it  has  to  go  off  road  to  ;0  .across  l.ind. 

COL.  hRlSTOL:  Col.  Walsh,  what  t  think  voj  m.iy 
need  tr>  consider  doing  is  take  this  microphone  .\nd  .  ome  I'ut 
from  behind  the  table  and  sort  of  come  out  to  t.ne  •  en*'-! 
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where  I  was.  or  your  own  microphone,  and  it  might  be  easier 
for  everybody  to  hear. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Anyone  else?  Yes  sir. 

MR.  CRINUVOI.L:  I‘m  Barney  Gitndvoll  living  here 
in  H.irlowton  and  retired  army  man.  And  1  have  a  question 
th.it  in  most  of  the  speeches  and  articles  written,  or  on 
conwents  on  the  TV,  that  there's  a  time  period  on  the 
missile  that  adds  into  the  picture  and  there  seems  to  be 
twenty-five  minutes. 

Mow,  if  we  h.ive  the  missiles  sitting  inside,  not  in 
silos,  but  with  this  mobile,  I  have  had  enough  experience 
in  tne  aimy  to  Know  there's  quite  a  few  snafus.  And  how 
far  f.ifi  the  mobile  missile  be  .injvvd  in  time  periods  of 
twenty-five  minutes  prior  to  the  time  that  they  have  to 
fire  or  retaliate?  And  can  that  missile  be  fired  while  it 
is  moving  or  will  it  have  to  .''vne  to  a  stop  before  the 
missile  IS  fired? 

CiTL.  WAI..'5H:  In  response  to  your  question,  this 
vehicle  is  .apahlo  of  highway  speeds  up  to  fifty-five  miles 
per  hour  and  is  capable  of  going  across  country.  As 
indicated  earlier,  cich  vehicle  would  not  he  travelling  for 
the  entire  twenty-five  minute  prrio<l.  Some  may  only  travel 
for  six  bt  seven  miniies,  some  may  go  for  the  entire 
twenty- five  minute  period. 

When  It  has  none  to  its  designated  spot,  then  the 


'  .  vehicle  will  be  lowered  to  the  ground,  hardened  and  in 

2  a  hardened  conf iguta t ion  and  remain  in  that  position  until 

3  the  National  Command  Authority  makes  a  decision  to  fire. 

*  The  issue  that  should  be  noted  here  is  that  because  of 

^  this  system,  we  can  deploy  or  we  can  dash  and  we  can  harden, 

«  but  the  President  is  not  forced  into  the  decision  of  having 

^  to  fire.  He  can  wait  and  see  what's  actually  occurring 

8  before  he  has  to  make  that  momentous  decision.  That  gives 

9  him  that  time.  The  system  survives  he  has  tine  to  assess 
*0  the  situation  and  make  that  decision.  He  is  not  rushed 

’I  into  that  decision. 

12  COL.  BRISTOL:  Anyone  else? 

13  MR.  JOHNSON:  Stanley  Johnson,  Lewistown. 

14  LI.  Col.  Walsh,  is  It  true  that  last  year  or  eighteen 
16  months  ago  a  prototype  of  this  vehicle,  driven  either  at 

16  |.ackland  Air  Force  Base  or  at  the  Vuraa  Proving  Grounds. 

•7  driven  by  a  general  in  the  Air  Force  base,  going  under 

16  fifty  miles  an  hour,  hit  a  small  bump  and  w.js  utterly 

19  incapacitated?  Is  that  true,  sir?  Is  that  story  true  at 

20  all?  I've  heard  that  story  from  a  number  of  people  in 

21  the  Air  Force.  The  prototype  of  this  vehicle  driven  at 

22  under  the  speeds  you  talk  about,  either  at  Lackland  Air 

23  Force  Base  or  Yuma  Proving  Ground,  was  utterly  incapacitated 

24  by  hitting  a  small  bump  at  less  than  fifty  miles  an  hour. 

26  Is  that  true,  sir? 
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('>>1..  WAIHH!  I  have  not  he.ir.l  that  :,tory. 

MR.  i.'’HPMN!  Stephen  ii'Srien,  I'm  liom  Helena, 

S(^  i  I'lS*  ai'-pped  in. 

!s  It  my  ■if.<lrr 1  am  I  ng  th.it  t  h«*  m.»)i'r  a-.ivin*  age  to 
thi'i  Tiiibile  sy'.iTem  i.**  th.it  you’ie  Uinr,  »  to  r.ptca  l  out  our 
miKiiiles  in  S'li-h  a  coni  i<pii  .i  t  lon  tha*  it  would  so  .'or. fuse 
the  :u.v.'iet  ’j  th.it  they  woul  1  have  to  l•of>eell?  r.ate  tht*  brunt 
,.f  theit  nii;i‘‘»le  t'-g.-o  over  thir,  atea  of  tr.e  •;tiite<f  :'tatc5? 

The  way  the  system  opo'iter:  IS 
that  ♦hi(,iih  mobjli'y  and  itr.  .ilnlity  t.j  .iccens  lar’i** 
aieas  'if  II  land,  it  w.i.ild  be  imwissible  f<*i  the  .Soviets 
t re  1 1  1  V  t  ir  let  »  he  <  :>  t  j  r  p  at  e  a  .  It  w  »  ;  I  .i  c.i:i  t  ♦  hem  at. 

1  .i.id.’Mte  afTviir''  if  itr,orial.  '*•  i*  they  wi-h  *, 

a  t  t  i:'  k  1  '  ,  t  f'.ev  W'  ’  i  1  •:  1  '  r  he  t  e.  •  et i>i  •  .t  net  ?  1 1  »t  eg  i . 

ii.-iet'.  f  the  ''i.ifei  f.itt'S  tiro  I  es  t  e,  f  a:>d  thcrep' 

I  1  I  'W  'her  'he  I !.  I  !  .  '  •  t  ••  1  t  f  1  I  *  e  .  fha  »  w  I  .  i  d  be  an 


■A\' 


'  J  e.J  t  a  a*  t  a.  ' 
Tint-s,  .in.l  the 
ey  w.Hila  be  suie 

••ept  lb  I  e  i  invage  . 
rr  t  Stand  and 
fust  pl.i.e. 


i  r.t 


this 


northern  Montana  where  there  are  a  number  of  people  growing 
and  living?  Were  other  sites  that  were  much  less  populated 
examined? 

COL.  WALSH;  This  is  a  strategy  to  achieve 
deterrence  by  domonst rat i ng  to  the  Soviets  that  they  rannnot 
defeat  the  syst'fm.  That  it  would  bo  survivable  and  thereby 
able  to  inflic't  unacceptable  damage  on  them.  And  that’s 
h^'W  you  .ichieve  deterrence,  by  d*“monstrdting  to  the  Soviets 
that  V'u  have  true  mr-bility,  you  achieve  survivability  and 
through  survivability  y.nu  achieve  deterrence. 

MR.  i''BRlEN:  That  sounds  good,  as  long  as  you're 
not  in  Montan.i.  1  was  thinking  more  along  the  lines  of 
the  Arctic  iJir-'Ie,  something  whi're  y.  ur  climactic  conditions 
wf.'uld  not  be  that  different.  Howev-v-r .  y(>u  wouldn't  be 
endar.'pT  inq  .i  ma-or  postion  of  the  pipulation. 

t'OL.  WAISII:  1  should  ir.rlir.ite  t  '  y.  u  that  there 

•  ire  str.»t«->iic  .issi'tr  ioc.iti-d  thri'ughout  the  entire  I'r.ited 
States  which  wcu  1  1  be  t.irgetr-  f-T  the  Sr'viet  t'r.i  in. 

MR.  t'’i'RIEN:  This  is  w>re  f  .i  ccmii'ent  than  a 
quest! 'n.  .\nd  that  is  it  seems  to  m.-  that  the  m.io'r  deter¬ 
rent  in  this  nuclear  exchange  is  --.pj  the  tlowing  .ip  of  cyr 
miSRil'-s  or  t  he  I  r  missiles,  their's  pla.'«-.l  m  isolated 
.treas  .ind  ours  pl.i'-ed  in  lightly  pigul.ited  areas.  Put 
more  the  deteirencc  of  their  miss.le.  larding  in  •  ur 
cities  and  ••.jj-  ni-siles  l.inding  i thoirs.  I  guess  I’m 
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i  I  T-j  r  .  i'r«tet}v- 


-  vt  -  ;  T.i^K  you  tiexi  . 

.''Sl'y:  ;  -.oa  jrivtr,«rt  Diief 

Bor  .i.i'ies  .  i  ?-*  i  r. . 

I-i  tr.^re  j  orew  iivir.a  witr  triia  syit«ni,  there's  a 
crow  '.ivir.j  i-  oa'»'.  silo  tro",  xri'.l  I’ni  curious  .»s  t 

•n.it  size  crew  j-.J  wh.i^  s.ze  ,r  a  .-»ciliCy  it  takes? 
It  'ust  dawr.e<1  or  rie  th.it  s  ijaebod..  's  >^0100  to  have  to  oe 

there  t^'  dri'.e  "-hia 

Col--  There  tta  a  crew  Jt  e.trh 


i  a  '  ; 


yOT-  HP :  1  thir.k  part  0;  the  -jio.ition  was 

i  iittle  tit  ;  r:  -iet-Hi  .iKcit  the  /sew.  Car-,  y--^  say  any- 
t.hin;  afc\‘ -•*  *he  sire  of  the  crew,  'r  where  t.he*.  wojl-J 


i  ve  ? 


.  W.M.cH  c  Tr.ere  w-mI  j  oe  a  crew  -poarters  boilt 
•  t-  the  iil.X',  -t  the  t-r e-er. jineei ed  fi/ility.  It 

will  have  the  ifility  tv>  O'ist*  fo'it  people  ar.>l  it  will  have 
t.he  appropriate  i/comoda  t  ions ,  ec<o<tinj  taoiiities,  etcetera. 
The  I'teser.t  pl  i-.  woil  l  J'e  to  vxoh.in -e  crews  every  » wen*-, - 
faur  hiirs.  Alt.h'irh  v.*>o  'w-,.!.!  have  the  .ability  tc  le.»ve 
ther^  thvr*'  t -T  n.irh  U.r.-jer  perio-is:  tor  instance  if  yv  u  haJ  .» 
aiizrari  ar  sone  ether  s'andit  lor.  that  woai-.i  preclide  tner. 
jettiri‘4  cr  s -i-e  .-thei  ’ean  acttino  in. 
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one  point  and  t.hen  I'll  hai.d  the  nike  .vet.  A-j.iin,  ;n  •  se 
It  waif.’’,  .-loar  tre  tire,  is.n’r  r:ece.<=.- i:  y  str;.-ti> 

t-.i  r.Jke  .'v’iTWer.ts  o'  the  le.vis.J  rcMj.hr.  .Any 
that  ire  ir.ailo.!  --  i:' i  r.y-  wel!,  if  ter  ...  t  e.id  01 

re-rea.i  *r.e  list  E;.  ,•  a  r  .•siT-enr  »1  Inip.i.'t  t  ,|t  eren»  ,-.r  'h»'.< 
.Here  -ircut  it,  thit.x  ,>f  soTiethm;  vise  that  y-’-  ii.fr.'t 
th-.i_iht  t.h.it  j-'.'f  lise  *.•  f  -iw*:!  f-  *f'.cse 
f-lKS.  And  .in.  » ire  pri/r  »he  J'.st  liy  /•  . 

1  r,  do  t  h  .1 1  . 


5.  .  S' 1  f  r h  :  Wh.it  per  *e''*.in"  'f  the 


in  Whei'  l.ind 


, '  w I «  ,  } :.  r  *  1  se«i  last  niiih*. 

•  ••■1*  we  had  1  S  v»-'t 


)  .  e<;  ,  wo ..  1  (1  he  ••  ime  t  h  1 


•'?  pr  oiirr  t  .  the  l.'Sh  '•f 

w  l  r:e  i  •.» . .lei  it  . e .  p..t 

te  i  1.-  J  f-io  pir»-  -lit 
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M?  .  Ml  r  f  '~>  : 
yo-.r  pres*.-.'.  /.rr'.d.J  s 


f  a  /  ;  .  1 1  es  -  -  the  -enter  5  n  i .  e  *  "•  e  ; :  ‘  ;  t  -  j’  .  :r. 

.ricl*i.?ic-r.d  ano  are  v*f.  hii*;>  -.r.tev'ed  a-o  i«  taxes  twe 
ren  t/  fire  off  the  ai£b..ea,  e'.eteri.  A..f  ;  f .  r.  ’  * 
w»-at  a::  the  newer  s.srep-.»rds  .are.  wr-,r  are  '.'.r.  1.  if  e-r  .ar  Ja 
ir.  tr.e  ractile  s^scee  r....  preier.t  terf.rjsts  f'C"'  f.rir.o  these 


.VI.  WAIiH:  The-'e  are  seve.'.i.  lss.es  here,  cr 
several  safetaatis  that  we  have.  Aiair.  I  w;li  j. 

ir.*o  .detail  or.  any  one  0'  the.T.  fM  :tvi.._s  reasons.  B_t 
startin.;  with  the  rassc  vem  .e.  ♦‘‘ere  wo. 11  oe  .1  lelayed 
Je.-.i.al  system  u.,;!*  ir.tc  the  weap'jr.  .0  'hat  i*  w'ti.j  be 
icipo-siCle  with.ir.  a  reaso-vaole  asw  -nt  c-  tire  f  'i  aryine 
-na-.tn,-{  ized  to  jet  a.-oess  t/  tr.e  r.ssile  nr  the  re-ertr> 
veh 1  if. 

yuithermore,  yc  -  will  have  mitiai  pr..tectior  provided 
by  the  members  cf  the  orew  that  ate  located  with  the  vehicle. 
Then.  -.1  co-rsfc.  y?i  •'»ve  fe-./ir.j  arO-.r.d  the  ‘nar.,ne<l  sites, 
and  vrv  also  have  res»-'rse  teams  i  ’osted  t.h r c  ich" ut  t.re 
Mir.jterans  sites  tr.a'  orwl-i  res.Dond  ;;  we  jw*  no  t ;  f  .ca  1 1  or, 
of  ar.  jhaathor  i  Jed  intruMot.  '.  •  t.'.e  wejp’,;.'', 

ai-^ST.i:  An.  .■ -,e  else’  I  want  tc  ewph.ar ;  je 


> 
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r*ec.ivse  we  feel  t.nat  h..  :er»-r.ftt 
tr.e  rv'tJiify  ♦  •ms  syv.ter  ■•  }r-«.:,s*ia* 


f-o  t.'viefs  *hit  'hev  w 
i»t  v<  »he  Vr.i-  el  ,•» 


•'  sJiies*i.-»  j.s  pr  Mtl.  e:  V  i  nr  i  ; 


rw  -  ,  ■  ,  «  ,J.,-  \  riu':,  -  .»i  • 


T*rc»'.  how  d 
f  or  •;  V  .1C  I  PN  -  f  IPX 
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HA-V  •  VAN  NES!!:  L«t  ne  4nsM«r  tNo«0  qiMations  in 
kind  «if  reveiK*  oidvr  lu  the  way  yuu  Aiked  the*.  First, 
to  .inswer  the  quent  ion  about  how  we  wilt  «'0«i|>ensate  lend-* 
owners  for  tho  ■I'ld 1 1  loria  1  arrea'je  that  will  be  necessary 
to  Idiitx'h  f.iri  1 1 1  ipti ;  the  pitK'ess  we  use  lor 

■u-<iu  I  r  i  n-i  land  frotn  a  Jatxiowner  would  iwqin  fust  with  the 

i!>  1 1  ion  oi  an  .t|>piaisal  .ind  to  tii.  that,  we  let  a 
'•-jtiti.u*  thtou«|h  Iho  Corps  ol  Etiqinerifi  typically,  pri»- 
h.thly  in  this  'asc,  to  let.iin  .in  i  niiepcndeiti  appraiser 
ovet  whiv  n  we  exv(<  >se  no  ‘oiitrot.  Aiul  we  allow  them  to 
■i{>p(ai*ie  the  I-iii  m.tiket  value  ot  the  property,  once  we 
itMi'ivc  th.it,  iimler  |■ti‘Helll  l.iw,  we’ie  lequited  to  offer 
the  laii'i  ow..er  the  t  n  I  1 .  tan  miiiket  value  a4  ascei  t .» i  ne<i 
tiy  th.tt  .ippiaisei  .  Some  ‘I  y<'u  may  recall  twenty  years  aqo 
when  the  system  w.is  I  irst  put  in  Montana,  the  law  was  a 
little  rlillerciit.  Arxl  the  All  Force  arul  the  tiepar  t  merit  i)f 
I'eferise  w.is  able  i.j  rieqoti.ite  with  I  .iridownet  h  ,  like  any 
private  i  ivi  i  v  i -lua  I  .  -o  we‘r|  oMei  less  than  wh.il  we 
thought  the  property  was  worth  ti'pirinq  the  iand'iwner  would 
wan*  m«jr  I  .  And  weM  i  «Mch  a  comptomise  somewheie  around 
wh.it  It  w.i!i  truly  worth. 

Well,  in  ordi'i  ici  pie.erit  the  joveriimont  from  h>H>d- 
winkuiq  ptivale  l  nd  i  v  i  dn.i  I  s  ,  the  law  now  letpiites  uh  to 
m.ike  out  initial  idtor  the  lull,  (air  maiKet  value  <.(  the 
ptopeity  .1*.  fletotmined  by  tli.it  appt.iiser.  :»o  we  will  d«> 


th.t  in  Ih.  hop.,  th.t  ..  „n  b.  piov.din,  co.p.„.,„^ 

to  the  landowner. 


If,  In  the  process  of  coniir uc t i ny  a  facility,  we 
disturb  Und  in  excess  of  that  lend  we  purchased,  m  fee. 
we  will  aqein  coMpeiisate  the  landowner  lot  whatever  damages 
are  essociated.  so  that  if  we're  reijuired  to  h-ve  access 
to  that  property  for  a  year  or  two,  we’ll  pay  the  rental 
value  of  the  property.  it  it  re-iuires  us  to  keep  you 
from  qrowing  some  c,op  on  that  property,  we'll  take  care 
of  that.  So  we'll  compensate  you  lor  whatever  ecoriomn 
loss  you  exiierience  as  a  result  of  our  activities. 

The  last  question,  which  is  really  yt.ur  first  question, 
and  that  is  what  happens  if  the  landowner  fiat  retuses  to 
permit  us  to  acquire  the  property  ( rom  him  throuqh  this 
pioces*-..  the  negotiated  pio<esf>. 

And  by  the  w.*y.  I  ought  to  arid  «>ne  more  point:  once 
’’‘JT  initial  offer  to  the  landr>wner  of  what  we  be¬ 
lieve  lA  .»  (ai  I -in.ir  ket  value  of  the  projierty.  the  landowner 
IS  not  required  to  accept  that  offer.  That  initiates  the 
negotiation  between  the  Air  Force  and  the  Undowner.  And 
in  all  likelihood  will  be  socnethin'i  in  a  snswtwhat  greater 
amouht  than  our  initial  offer  was. 

But  in  the  event  that  we  )usl  can't  reach  an  agreement, 
the  federal  goveinmeiit  does  have  the  power  eminent 
domain.  And  if  it  w.is  determined  that  that  particular  loce- 


> 
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t  ion  W.IS  ■ihsoliitoly  onnotit  i.i  1 ,  wc  m<ty  bo  lequiied,  under 
i'ertain  c  i  rrumHt  riiK'es ,  to  initi.ite  ptocee<lings  to  .icquire 
the  l.ifiil  through  the  proce.s.s  of  Uw.  And  again,  the 
landowner  would  be  pair!  full  (air  .ompciis.it  ion,  not  '.iily 
m  determined  by  out  iruti.il  .ippr  .i  i  a.i  1  .  but  .ilso  .m  deter- 
minetl  by  a  court  if  law. 

Hid  I  armwor  all  your  <piest  ions I  missed  one. 

COb.  WAl.llH:  1  believe  the  l.ist  question  that 

you  asked  w.is  whot  could  you  do  on  that  l.iiid  wheic  we 
acquired  .1  restrictive  e.isement  (or  the  safety  7.ones.  liii, 
ytiij  c.iii  carry  on  .ill  agr  i  >  u  1 1  ur.i  1  .ictivitieri  in  that 
pa  r  t  1  on  1 .1  r  .irca.  There  is  no  prohibition  on  the  continua- 
tmii  of  si'h  .1'’ t  , 1 1  I  .  The  only  rhinq  that  you  will  be 
prevenfr.-l  I  rom  il'unq  in  *  he  future  would  !»«•  f  i  oiti  building 
an  liih.ibi*ed  f.i'  ility  on  that  iddiiion.tl  icslrictive  c.ise- 
ment  .  Th.ir  is  the  only  I  i  m  1 1  .i  t  i  r  m  yorj  will  have.  All 
•  iC  hi'  r  1  .if.i  ri  I  iKi  .jc  r  i  V  i  t  ,  ,  i.|i  i  u  1  t  ui  a  I  t  i  vi  t  y  ,  <Mn  >  i.inf  t  Hue. 

Ml'.  fi'lll'IiN;  r'.tnplieri  o'Iift«*n.  .lust  question. 
Whi*''.  'he  r.iii'je  ,,f  de'l  1  I  u<-r  |0ti  Or  k  i  I  1  i  nq  fX'Wer  or  r-.ip.l- 
1 , 1  1  I  »  I  eu  'll  the  luj’.  ;  1 .1  ri  we.q  n  tns  '  h.i  t  this  is  in  def  erise 


col,.  Wa:  .'dl  : 

.i  I  . .(  .<  1 1  f  •'  I  ei>t  rr 

•  I  I  (  I  l  C . I  I  1  (nr 


Ttie  .'.oviet  Union  h.*s  .i  wide  ranging 
;•.■.lle'.  with  different  meg.itoiinageA . 
c.  lo  give  y'lii  .i  pi'*cise  nirmiiei  fo 


1 


MK .  O'IdilL’N;  The  question  being  if  they  have 
missiles  in  a  great  numliet  .  or  in  large  megatons,  is  it 
not  possible  lust  -or  them  to  cluster  them  and  nail  any 
vehicle  th.it 'h  got  a  twenty-five  mihute  head  st.irt,' 

COl..  WAI.SII:  1  apologue.  1  didn’t  'tuUe  under¬ 
stand  that  quetition. 

MB.  0’HB1F.N:  r.iven  a  certain  si?e  of  missile, 
it*s  de*.  1  ruct  ive  powein,  'loes  twenty-five  minutes  in  a 
vehn'le  movirKi  toughly  highway  •^iieeds,  enable  these  vehicles 
to  even  get  any  placi*  .iway  from  the  d-stiuctive  iH>wers  of 
these  iiK'iin'ing  missiles?  It  is  my  impression  that  in'-oming 
missiles  have  destructive  radi.ises  of  fifty  miles. 

fOI  .  hAI.rh:  No,  that  is  i  nc'.'r  i  ect  .  The  drsti  ac¬ 
tive  |>riwet  or  i.i'liiises  of  the  Sovie  missiles  with  the 
normal  le-er.tty  vehicles  is  m.j,  h,  much  less  th.m  yo  .r  fifty 
mile  i.idius.  ho  in  the  analysis,  it’s  vej  y  {Missible  (or 
•  r.  to  •.bow  th.1t  .1  .p»..d  jK.rtioii  of  the  I  I  ei' t  w  II.  in  fa.  i, 
survive  s.i«-h  .in  .ittuk  ,itiil  be  av.ulil'le  t  iet,li.ite  ij.ntist 
the  Soviet  Onion. 

'■'il..  hWir^Ttn.:  one  List  .h.m'e. 

I  w.irit  to  th.itik  you  vety  imh  h .  This  i  •.  ,i  super  turni'ui. 
I  don’t  know  wh.it,  m  prtcent.ige  tetitrs,  t>f  the  lesicferts 
<»f  this  Community,  iiut  '.’oui  'i.p-itn  vit"  m..  i, 

I'l-ited  by  me  f>ef  son.i  J  |  y  .md  the  jnsj.jht'.  fr,»i  /cu’ve  a.fdel, 
the  thoughts  »h.it  you  hr  M,ght  to  t  .'i  |  w  pio'e-.s  make  ii  >  m,,i'h 
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'  better  process  than  it  would  othecw  i  be. 

^  And  again,  thank  >>00  so  much  for  coming  out.  and  I  wish 

3  :  you  a  good  evening. 
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•  .  CERTinCATE 

2  •' 

3  STATE  OP  HOMTANA  ) 

5  ss, 

4  COUNTT  or  rCRGUS  I 

S ! 

6  1>  AUDREY  C.  PETERSEN,  Professional  Reporter  and 

7  Notary  Public  in  and  for  the  County  of  Pergus,  State  of 

B  Hontana,  hereby  certify  that  1  did  at  thi?  time,  date  and 
9  \  place  as  set  forth,  report  the  proceedings  had  in  the 
10-  public  hearing  in  stenotypc;  that  the  foregoing  pages. 

11  inclusive,  constitute  a  true,  correct  and  coaplete  transcript 

12  of  my  stenographic  notes  as  reduced  to  typewritten  form  by 

13  me  or  under  ny  direction  to  the  best  of  ay  skill  and 

14  ability. 

'5  I  further  certify  that  I  aa  not  a  relative,  agent. 

15  attorney  or  counsel  of  any  of  the  parties  hereto. 

17  :  Dated  this  5th  day  of  August,  I9B7. 


/ 

AUDREY  C,  ^ERSTjT 
Notary  Public 

^  CosKission  Expires; 


'^■n/uy 
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PAGE  2 

ORIGINAL 

1 

PROCEEDINGS 

2 

tMll  Xattreeatlntntal  lalllttle  Nlaalla  riegraa 

3 

(Public  Hearing  proceedings 

4 

commenced  7t00  p.a.. 

S 

July  22.  1987.) 

7 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Good  evening,  ladies  and 

8 

gentlemen.  The  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  and  varloua 

EMVllMlliniTAL  IMPACT  MALYfilg  PtOCBfiBi  POELIC  HKAaiaC 

9 

federal  regulations  iseued  pursuant  to  that  law  require  that 

10 

10 

when  any  federal  agency  proposes  an  action  which  could  have  a 

11 

Coaduetad  by  tba  Onltad  Otatas  Alt  Porea 

11 

significant  impact  upon  the  envicoiMent  within  a  particular 

12 

12 

area,  that  that  agency  go  through  a  series  of  procedures 

13 

13 

which  include  in  many  cases  conducting  public  bearings  and 

14 

14 

receiving  direct  public  input  from  individuals  who  reside  in 

IS 

IS 

and  around  the  areas  impacted  by  the  proposal. 

14 

July  22*  1007 

16 

Tonight,  this  public  hearing  will  examine  an  Air 

17 

Great  Falla«  Hontana 

17 

Force  proposal  and  I  emphasise  proposal  —  you  will  see 

It 

7t00  p.a. 

18 

the  word  decision  listed  in  several  of  the  handouts  and  there 

19 

have  been  various  decisions  made  by  the  president  but  what 

20 

20 

we  are  really  talking  about  in  the  context  of 

21 

21 

executive/legislative  resolutions  is  a  recommendation  or  a 

22 

22 

request,  but  it  requires  funding  and  approval  by  the  Congress 

23 

■aailaqa  Offlcart  Col.  Hatthaw  Brlatol 

23 

before  it  could  ever  come  about. 

24 

FOROAHL,  FLETCHER.  WOLTER  fit  ASSOCIATES 

00 

24 

My  name  is  Matt  Bristol.  I  am  an  Air  Force  judge. 

aaosmcD  moRSSiONAL  tEroarcM 

eg 

2S 

PO  BOX  XXB 

OMAT  PAUS.  MOKTANA  IMO) 

25 

Hy  business  day  in  and  day  out  is  conducting  felony  trials. 

eg 

> 

Ci3 
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1 

1 

Tbis  is  a  bit  of  a  fresh  change  foe  me.  i 

1 

1  upon  members  of  the  public  to  make  statements. 

2 

The  Judge  Advocate  General  In  Washington  asxed  me 

2 

1  Foe  public  officials  and  designated  spokespersons 

3 

to  come  here  this  week  and  to  serve  as  the  hearing  officer. 

3 

of  private  organlxatlons.  the  time  will  be  five  minutes 

4 

Hy  function  is  very  simple,  and  that  is  to  make  sure  that  you 

4 

maximum. 

5 

and  each  of  you  have  a  fair  opportunity  to  number  one.  learn 

S 

For  those  who  are  speaking  in  their  private 

6 

about  this  particular  proposal  and  the  Draft  Environsiental 

6 

capacity  as  citizens  it  will  be  three  minutes. 

7 

Impact  Statement.  And  of  course  as  you  know,  the  proposal  is 

7 

We  will  go  through  all  the  statements,  first  of  all 

B 

to  deploy  and  to  operate  in  peacetime  a  small 

8 

calling  on  the  individuals  that  have  filled  out  the  comment 

9 

intercontinental  ballistic  missile  system  at  various 

9 

sheets.  Once  we  get  to  the  bottom  of  the  pile  I  will  call  on 

10 

Minuteman  silos  throughout  northcentral  Montana. 

10 

anyone  else  who  would  like  to  make  a  statement.  And  after 

11 

Part  one  of  tonight's  informal  hearing  --  and  I 

11 

that,  we  will  use  any  available  additional  time  for  questions 

12 

would  like  to  emphasize  informal  --  you  are  going  to  receive 

12 

that  might  have  come  into  your  mind  as  a  consequence  of  the 

13 

a  briefing  from  Lt.  Col.  Peter  Walsh,  which  some  of  you 

13 

various  statements  and  other  questions  that  have  been 

14 

probably  heard  before  in  March  or  April  at  some  of  the 

14 

raised. 

15 

various  scopino  meetings. 

15 

I  am  not  an  expert  on  this  proposal.  I  don't  know 

16 

Following  that  briefing  we  will  have  a  short  recess 

16 

anythino  about  it  other  than  the  fact  that  1  have  been 

17 

and  I  will  ask  those  of  who  have  bad  a  chance  to  complete  the 

17 

1  throuah  two  hearings  and  heard  the  presentation  twice  so  if  I 

le 

comment  sheets  that  were  availatle  outside  to  torn  those  in 

18 

start  wanderino  around  during  the  presentation  it's  just  a 

19 

at  the  table  in  the  outside  area.  I'll  collect  them  and  use 

19 

way  to  keep  my  mind  active. 

them  to  fust  of  all  call  upon  you  to  ask  ouestions. 

20 

Pul  I  am  not  an  expert.  1  haven't  had  anything  to 

21 

questions  that  clarify  in  your  mind  a  particular  matter  that 

21 

i  do  with  it.  1  am  lust  here  to  try  to  be  the  man  in  the 

might  be  in  doubt  that  was  raised  eitticr  in  the  biirfino  or 

22  ' 

!  middle  to  make  sure  that  you  and  each  of  you  aet  a  fair 

22 

in  the  Draft  Fnv i r onment a  1  Imjact  statement. 

i  allocation  for  the  opportunity  that's  yours  under  the  law  to 

24  ' 

Following  queftions,  hopefully  ttien  vou  will  he  in 

00 

eg 

24  : 

provide  a  direct  input  into  your  aovernwent's  decision-makino 

25  ' 

an  optimuB'  pffiti<;n  to  mate  statements  anrl  then  I'll  call 

•N. 

1 

1  v.rocosF. 

eg 

> 

U 

J 
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1 

1  ask  that  you  adhere  to  a  few  basic  rules.  Speak 

1 

2 

to  me  as  you  ask  a  question  or  make  a  statement,  as  opposed 

3 

to  directing  a  question  directly  to  Col.  Walsh.  He'll  have 

4 

various  member  of  his  staff  available  to  assist  him  in 

5 

answering  questions.  If  they  can't  answer  the  questions  -- 

6 

and  I  will  work  with  you  to  make  sure  they  do  answer  if  at 

7 

all  possible  --  but  if  they  can't  then  it  will  be  answered 

6 

for  the  record  and  included  in  the  final  draft  --  the  final 

9 

Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

10 

Sometimes  a  question  can't  be  answered  because  it's 

11 

--  the  answer  is  classified.  And  so  that  one  has  to  be  taken 

12 

back  and  examined  and  an  answer  provided  in  an  unclassified 

13 

form  if  that's  possible. 

14 

So  that  the  idea  basically  is  to  divide  evenly 

15 

among  all  of  you  with  no  one  individual  or  group  getting  more 

16 

than  their  fair  share  of  the  total  time  the  opportunity  to 

17 

ask  pointed  questions  and  to  make  statements  of  your  unique 

18 

perspectives  upon  this  very  important  proposal. 

19 

And  I'd  like  to  thank  all  of  you  for  coming  out 

20 

tonight  and  without  delay  I'm  going  to  introduce  Lt.  Col. 

21 

Peter  Walsh. 

22 

Col.  Walsh. 

23 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Good  evening,  ladies  and 

24 

25 

gentleoien.  As  part  of  my  presentation  tonight  I  intend  to 

summarize  the  major  findings  of  che  Draft  Environmental 

00 

C9 

''N. 

C4 

> 

u 

DOCUMENT  127 


DOCUMENT  127 


1  Inpacc  Statenent  for  which  I  was  responstble  irt  preparinq. 

2  However,  before  901ns  into  those  findinqs.  1  first 

3  want  to  review  events  that  led  to  the  presidential  decision 

4  to  deploy  the  saall  ICbH  at  Malnstroa  Air  Force  Base. 

5  Ttien  1  shall  briefly  explain  the  basins  nude,  the 

6  proposed  action,  and  its  alternatives. 

7  Then  we'll  look  at  the  EIS  process,  the 

8  Environmental  Impact  Statement  process,  and  how  we  adhere  to 

9  the  National  Envirorwnental  Policy  Act  and  the  implementing 

10  regulations. 

11  Ny  next  step  will  be  to  actually  present  the 

12  impacts  that  we  have  found.  And  then  we  will  cover  the 

13  safety  aspects  of  this  particular  system. 

14  And  lastly,  we  will  look  at  the  mitigation  measures 

15  that  both  that  we  have  proposed  and  those  that  we  have 

16  already  instituted. 

17  As  you  may  recall,  back  in  January  1983  the 

16  president  established  the  Scoweroft  Commission  to  review  the 

19  entire  U.S.  Strategic  modernization  program.  There  were 

20  several  recommendations  that  came  out  of  that  commission  that 

21  are  of  import  to  us  tonight. 

22  ‘Rie  first  one  of  course  wss  to  deploy  100 

23  Peacekeeper  missiles  at  P.C.  Warren  Air  Force  Base. 

24  Second,  the  commission  recommended  that  research 

25  and  developsent  of  a  small  XCBH  to  be  deployed  in  either  a 
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1 

hardened  silo  or  mobile  configuration. 

2 

And  lastly,  they  recommended  the  continued  efforts 

3 

at  arms  limitations  agreements. 

4 

Both  the  president  and  the  Congress  accepted  the 

5 

recommendations  of  this  commission,  and  in  fact,  in  a  1964 

6 

Authorization  Act,  Congress  directed  that  the  Ait  Force 

7 

pursue  a  1992  initial  operating  capability. 

e 

Furtherinore,  in  the  1986  Authorization  Act, 

9 

Congress  further  directed  that  the  Air  Force  prepare  a 

10 

Legislative  EIS  to  assist  the  president  in  deciding  on  the 

.1 

appropriate  basing  mode  and  deployment  locations. 

12 

This  was  to  be  followed  by  an  Adm  ini  strat  ive  FI.*?, 

13 

which  we  are  in  the  process  of  preparing  right  now,  to 

14 

support  or  aid  in  making  site  specific  decisions. 

15 

The  Congress  further  capped  the  deployment  of 

16 

Peacekeeper  missiles  at  50,  and  asked  the  president  to 

17 

recommend  another  more  survjvable  basing  mode  for  the  second 

18 

50  Peacekeeper  missies. 

19 

That  second  direction  to  the  president  also  has  a 

20 

bearing  on  the  FIS  tonight. 

21 

At  this  point  f  wish  to  cover  the  Air  Poire  actions 

22 

in  response  to  this  Congref sional  direction. 

23 

Now,  this  chart  here  shows  the  three  missiles  in 

24 

question.  On  your  left-hand  tide  ip  th«-  Flruleman  i  tba*  1 

25 

presently  on  alert.  *t  weighs  approxt mat  el v  74,000  pound* 

1  and  is  capable  of  carrying  three  warheads. 

2  In  the  center  is  the  Peacekeeper  missile.  And  this 

3  weighs  195,000  pounds  and  is  capable  of  carrying  up  to  ten 

4  warheads. 

5  On  the  tight  is  the  small  ICBN,  which  currently 

6  weighs  ’^rCOO  pound"  and  can  carry  but  one  warhead.  The 

7  small  ICBW  is  currently  in  full  scale  development. 

B  Now,  the  Air  Force  considered  in  response  to 

9  Conoress  two  methods  of  deployino  the  small  ICBK.  The  first 

10  method  envisioned  the  use  of  hard  silos  very  similar  to  these 

11  which  are  used  for  the  Ninuteman  today  tut  of  sioni f icantl y 

12  oreater  hardness  to  withstand  a  potential  nuclear  blast. 

13  The  other  --  or  the  second  option  that  the  Air 

14  Force  looked  at  was  the  use  of  a  Hard  Mobile  l.auncher  in 

15  which  survivability  would  be  achieved  by  the  mobility  of  the 

16  vehicle. 

17  For  the  Hard  Mobile  Launcher,  the  Air  Force 

18  considered  two  operational  concepts.  The  first  concept 

19  envisioned  the  random  movement  of  tliesc  vehicles  in  laioe 

20  military  reservations,  primarily  in  the  southwestern  I’nted 

21  I  States. 

22  j  The  survivability  of  the  vehicles  we : e  further 

*1  j  enhanced  bv  their  ability  to  dash  off  tte  tesetvalicn  rhould 
24  i  the  Soviets  launch  an  attack. 

2<  I  ^>e  second  opeiaticnal  concept  ervisn'Oed  the 
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1 

deployment  of  the  Mall  ICBHa  on  Minuteman  launch 

1 

be  dependent  upon  the  threat  and  the  ongoing  arms 

2 

facilities.  The  combination  of  the  disperse  nature  of  the 

2 

negotiations. 

3 

missile  field  or  those  launch  facilities  in  the  missile  field 

3 

In  looking  at  the  operational  concept  that  was 

4 

and  the  ability  of  those  launchers  to  dash  off  the  launch 

4 

selected  by  the  president,  we  woul-^  be  deploying  nail  ICBH 

5 

facility  and  assess  large  quantities  of  land  in  the  event  of 

5 

launchers  within  shelters  that  are  constructed  at  each  of  the 

6 

a  Soviet  attack  insured  their  survivability. 

6 

selected  launch  facilities.  The  launchers  would  remain  in 

7 

It  should  further  be  noted  that  with  this  later 

7 

their  shelters  except  for  occasional  trips  back  to  the  main 

B 

operational  concept,  using  the  existing  infrastructure  at 

a 

operating  base  for  major  maintenance.  We  estimate  that  these 

9 

Minuteman  bases  the  Air  Force  was  able  to  save  considerably 

9 

trips  should  be  one  per  year  per  vehicle. 

10 

with  respect  to  costs  of  deployments,  as  well  as  manpower 

10 

During  these  trips  --  and  this  is  a  very  important 

11 

requirements. 

11 

issue  --  the  vehicle  will  be  configured  to  meet  state  axle 

12 

In  accordance  with  the  Congress  directions,  the 

12 

weight  standards.  The  security  for  the  system  will  be 

13 

Legislative  EIS  was  filed  last  year  in  November.  And  the 

13 

provided  by  the  vehicle  operators,  by  delaying  mechanisms 

14 

president  subsequently  made  his  decisions. 

14 

built  into  the  launchers,  by  fencing  and  Air  Force  response 

15 

He  first  of  all  elected  to  go  with  the  Minuteman 

15 

teams. 

16 

basing  concept  and  identified  Kalmstrom  Air  Force  Base  as  the 

16 

The  main  operating  base  will  provide  the  personnel 

17 

initial  operating  capability  base. 

17 

support  and  technical  support  facilities,  as  well  as  a 

18 

He  reserved  the  option  to  further  deploy  the  small 

18 

training  area  for  the  launcher  drivers. 

19 

ICBH  in  its  basing  mode  at  F.E.  Warren  and  Ellsworth  Air 

19 

There  is  one  point  that  should  be  made  right  here. 

20 

Force  Bases. 

20 

and  that  is  the  drivers  are  solely  responsible  for  the 

21 

He  further  reserved  the  option  to  go  to  southwest 

21 

maneuverability  of  the  Hard  Mobile  Launcher.  They  are  not 

22 

basing  or  random  movement  basing,  and  he  identified  the 

22 

involved  at  all  with  the  launch  of  the  missile.  That  will  be 

23 

Texas/New  Mexico  complex  and  the  Arizona  complexes  as 

23 

controlled  by  a  remote  launch  control  post,  either  airborne 

24 

potential  bases. 

00 

ca 

24 

or  ground,  under  the  National  Command  Authority. 

25 

The  exact  number  of  missiles  to  be  deployed  would 

25 

in  the  EIS  we  considered  the  proposed  action  and 

> 

Ui 
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1 

three  alternatives  as  well  as  the  no  action  alternative. 

1 

put  together  its  proposed  set  of  launch  facilities  for  the 

2 

This  illustration  shows  the  hard  or  the 

2 

proposed  action  and  the  alternatives  one  and  two,  and  in  none 

3 

earth-covered  igloo  which  is  proposed  to  be  built  at  100 

3 

of  those  sets  will  there  be  any  launch  facilities  that  would 

4 

launch  facilities.  The  proposed  action  would  also  include 

4 

impact  an  inhabited  facility. 

5 

the  deployment  of  200  missiles. 

5 

NOW,  as  part  of  the  activity  there  will  be  a 

6 

The  manning  for  the  proposed  action  is 

6 

significant  upgrade  of  the  road  system  to  permit  the  launcher 

7 

approximately  3100  military  personnel.  The  increase  in 

7 

to  get  from  the  main  operating  base  to  the  launch 

8 

personnel  would  occur  over  about  a  seven-year  period,  and  as 

8 

facilities.  There  will  be  upgrades  of  bridges  and  culverts 

9 

you  can  see,  we  will  meet  stability  in  1997.  Each  launch 

9 

and  widening  and  strengthening  of  roads. 

10 

facility  will  be  expanded  to  accomodate  the  new  facilities 

10 

Now,  there  is  a  special  process  for  determining  how 

11 

being  placed  upon  it. 

11 

this  activity  is  going  to  be  conducted.  Basically  the  Air 

12 

Now,  in  the  EIS  we  made  an  assumption  that  between 

12 

Force  has  prepared  a  document  called  the  Defense  Access  Roads 

13 

1.5  and  2.6  acres  would  be  required.  However,  since  the 

13 

Heeds  Report,  in  which  we  specified  the  conf igurat ions  of  cur 

14 

publication  of  the  EIS,  we  have  finished  doing  our  analysis 

vehicle  and  identified  the  routes  in  which  we  are  most 

15 

of  each  one  of  the  launch  facilities  and  now  can  revise  that 

interested.  This  is  provided  to  the  State  with  a  statement 

16 

requirement  down  to  between  .1  and  1.6  acres  per  launch 

16 

and  in  this  particular  case  approximately  S200,000  for  the 

17 

faci 1 i ty. 

17 

State  Highway  Dep  rtment  in  conjunction  with  the  Federal 

IB 

It  also  should  be  noted  that  around  each  launch 

18 

Highway  Cepartmert  to  analyze  the  mads  and  determine  how  the 

19 

facility  rhe  restrictive  casement  or  .safety  zone  wouU'  have 

19 

r-tatc  would  best  v  >  ..h  to  meet  our  needs,  as  well  as  insuring 

20 

to  be  expanded. 

20 

that  the  people  of  Montana  are  also  well  served. 

21 

Now,  basically  when  thir  happens  the  Air  fortt  1 uyr 

21 

Tho  results  of  the  state  assessment  will  be  due 

22 

a  restricted  easement  in  which  any  i  nhat-i  ( i>t  r  d  faciliti*: 

22 

later  this  year,  and  then  the  Air  Foice  will  sit  down  with 

23 

would  not  t,e  permitted.  Of  courr.o  this,  wai  a  'ireat  concern 

23 

the  State  and  Federal  Highway  Adtr  i  ni  s  1 1  a  t  ion  and  the  Military 

2* 

to  many  refidentr  who  will  Ic  affected  ly  Ifir.  Put  I  «.,r 

00 

24 

Traffic  Manaueirenl  Commant':  to  ariarac  what  ate  th.e  r.ptiins 

25 

tell  you  at  this  particular  point  that  the  Air  M-tce  l.ar  now 

2-:. 

that  we  elect  1 q  with. 

e>« 

> 
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1 

There  will  be  significant  construction  on  the  base 

1 

safety  zone  we  were  still  able  to  avoid  any  inhabited  I 

2 

proper.  We  could  be  building  up  to  1700  military  family 

2 

facilities. 

3 

units.  However*  I  will  be  discussing  that  in  a  few  minutes. 

3 

System  alternative  number  two  involved  the 

4 

This  will  be  built  --  or  could  be  built  on  about  330  acres  of 

4 

deployment  the  250  Hard  Hobile  Launchers,  this  time  utilizing 

S 

land  on  the  northwest  side  of  the  base. 

5 

125  silos.  So  in  this  case  there  was  the  increase  in  the 

$ 

Host  of  the  personnel  support  facilities  will  be 

6 

operational  course  required  to  operate  the  system. 

7 

built  on  the  west  side  of  the  base*  with  the  technical 

7 

System  alternative  three  involved  the  use  of  200 

8 

facilities  in  the  southeastern  portion  of  the  base.  He  also 

B 

silos,  placing  one  Hard  Hobile  Lduncher  at  each  silo.  This 

9 

intend  to  acquire  up  to  600  acres  of  land  on  the  east  side  of 

9 

perhaps  caused  the  greatest  construction  effort,  and  also 

10 

the  base  to  build  a  training  area  for  the  Hard  Hobile 

10 

necessitated  impact  to  inhabited  homes  of  25  facilities. 

11 

Launcher  drivers. 

In  case  you  haven't  seen  it,  this  next  illustration 

12 

The  total  cost  of  this  program  as  it  now  stands 

12 

will  give  you  an  idea  of  what  a  pre-engincered  building  would 

13 

approaches  $1  billion.  The  peak  year  for  expenditure  of 

U 

look  like  at  a  typical  silo. 

U 

funds  is  1993.  where  up  to  $215  million  would  be  spent. 

Now,  this  EIS  began  --  or  work  on  the  EIS  began 

15 

The  actual  construction  work  force  associated  with 

15 

early  in  1987.  He  started  it  with  a  series  of  scoping 

16 

this  effort  will  peak  in  1990  at  about  1,100  workers. 

16 

meetings  that  were  held  in  four  locations,  including  Great 

17 

This  next  chart  shows  the  alternatives  that  were 

17 

falls.  He  also  met  with  state  and  local  representatives  to 

18 

considered  in  the  EIS  and  some  of  the  major  characteristics. 

16 

get  input  from  that  perspective  on  what  issues  should  be 

19 

The  first  alternative  involved  the  deployment  of 

19 

analyzed  within  this  particular  document.  The  docunent  was 

20 

200  Hard  Hobile  Launchers,  but  In  this  case,  a  pre'engineered 

20 

released  to  the  public  on  the  25th  of  June,  and  made 

21 

building  was  used  in  lieu  of  the  igloos.  In  this  case,  the 

21 

available  at  local  libraries  on  that  same  date. 

22 

safety  xone  was  expanded  to  1795  feet  in  lieu  of  the  1250 

22 

The  public  has  until  the  21st  of  August  in  which  to 

23 

feet  for  the  Igloo. 

23 

provide  their  inputs  to  us.  I  should  emphasize  to  you  that  a 

24 

But  again  I  need  to  emphasize  in  our  selection 

00 

24 

written  input  will  get  the  same  consideration  as  any  verbal 

25 

process  for  the  launch  facilities,  even  with  this  expanded 

25 

input  provided  to  us  tonight.  The  reason  why  we  have  to  have 

ee 

> 
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1 

a  cut-off  date  of  the  21st  of  August  is  to  allow  the  Ait 

1 

prepared  next  year  to  aid  in  the  final  selection  of 

2 

Force  sufficient  time  to  analyze  the  input  and  make 

2 

Peacekeeper  deployment  locations. 

3 

adjustments  to  the  CIS  as  appropriate  and  still  publish  a 

3 

In  our  analyses,  we  looked  at  --  well,  we  divided 

4 

dociasent  to  meet  Congressional  milestones. 

« 

our  analyses  into  12  resource  categories.  And  in  addition  Co 

S 

He  are  having  six  public  hearings  for  this 

that  we  evaluated  Che  safety  implications  of  this 

6 

particular  document.  In  response  to  concerns  that  were 

deployment. 

7 

raised  at  the  scoping  meetings  we  have  added  Harlowton  and 

for  each  resource  we  looked  at  the  fullest 

8 

Augusta  to  Great  falls,  Conrad,  Helena,  and  Lewistown. 

e 

geographic  extent  of  the  impacts  associated  with  this 

9 

How,  the  EIS  will  address  the  environmental 

9 

program.  But  we  highlighted  within  the  EIS  those  areas  where 

10 

consequences  of  the  deployment  and  peacetime  operation  of  the 

10 

the  impacts  were  most  pronou-  ed. 

11 

snail  ICBH. 

11 

He  also  in  conjunction  --  working  with  the  local 

12 

Now,  you  may  be  aware  that  recently  a  decision  was 

12 

authorities  and  using  standards  establirhed  try  the  Council  On 

13 

made  to  deploy  an  air  refueling  wing  at  Halmstrom  Air  Force 

13 

Environmental  Duality  Regulations  determined  whether  an 

14 

14 

impact  wes  significant  or  not.  By  significant  we  are  meaning 

15 

The  impacts  associated  with  this  particular 

15 

how  important  was  it,  how  much  concern  did  it  warrant? 

16 

decision  are  included  in  the  no  action  alternative  or  the 

16 

And  lastly,  we  categorized  all  impacts  into  whether 

17 

baseline  conditions. 

17 

they  were  long  term  or  short  term  duration. 

18 

furthermore,  you  may  be  aware  that  the  president. 

18 

I  should  point  out  at  this  time  that  from  my 

19 

when  he  went  to  Congress  and  identified  Rail  Garrison  as  the 

19 

perspective  in  preparing  a  series  of  EISs  the  impacts 

20 

alternative  basing  mode  for  Peacekeeper,  also  identified 

20 

associated  with  this  program  are  of  a  minor  scale.  And  I 

21 

Halfflstiom  as  a  candidate  location.  As  a  consequence  in  this 

22 

feel  with  sound  mitigative  action  most  of  the  impacts  can  be 

22 

EIS  we  have  shown  the  cumulative  impacts  of  such  a  deployment 

22 

erased. 

23 

in  addition  to  the  small  ICBH. 

23 

However,  that  doesn't  camouflage  the  need  to  be 

24 

But  again,  it  should  be  noted  that  if  ConqresK 

00 

24 

concerned  about  ceitain  areas.  And  I  think  the  most 

25 

continues  to  support  this  program,  a  separate  IIS  will  be 

25 

important  areas  that  we  should  be  concerned  about  this 

ce 

> 

E-172 


EV2-l/12e _ IEV2-1/128 


DOCUMENT  127 

DOCUMENT 

127 

PAGE  17 

PAGE  IS 

1 

evening  lie  in  both  the  socioeconomic  arena,  specifically 

1 

We  found  in  our  analyses  that  over  80  percent  of 

2 

education  and  public  finance,  and  in  tianspoctation. 

2 

the  jobs  identified  could  in  fact  be  satisfied  from  the  local 

3 

In  socioeconcmics,  we  actually  analyzed  six 

3 

area.  We  also  found  that  over  $990  million  in  new  spending 

4 

elements;  the  regional  economic  base,  demographics,  housing. 

4 

would  occur  between  1990  and  2005  within  the  area.  And  we 

5 

education,  public  services,  and  public  finance. 

5 

expected  that  spending  by  Air  Force  personnel  assigned  to  the 

6 

For  the  economic  base  we  looked  at  the  nine  county 

6 

area  and  the  Halmstrom  contracting  office  could  equal 

7 

region.  For  all  the  other  categories  we  focused  on  the  major 

7 

approximately  $63  million  per  year  throughout  the  life  of  the 

8 

communities  of  Conrad,  Great  Falls,  and  Lewistown. 

8 

progt  am. 

9 

The  key  measures  of  the  economic  base  include  such 

9 

In  demographics,  we  analyzed  the  community 

10 

things  as  the  labor  force,  the  employment,  the  unemployment. 

.0 

population  and  assessed  its  ability  to  assimilate  the 

11 

and  income. 

11 

immigrating  population  associated  with  the  program.  It 

12 

We  made  an  evaluation  or  comparison  of  what  our 

12 

should  be  noted  that  most  of  the  growth  would  occur  in  the 

13 

labor  requirements  were  to  complete  out  efforts  and  what  was 

13 

Great  Falls  area,  where  we  expected  the  population,  the 

14 

available  in  the  local  community. 

14 

additional  population  to  increase  about  7600  people  by  the 

15 

Naturally  the  higher  proportion  of  work  that  could 

15 

year  2000. 

16 

be  satisfied  by  people  from  the  local  area  the  greater 

16 

Now,  this  would  bring  the  military  population  of 

17 

benefit  to  the  local  area. 

17 

this  community  from  approximately  10,700  as  they  exist  today 

18 

As  identified  earlier,  up  to  1100  direct  jobs  would 

18 

to  about  16,300  in  the  year  2000.  It  would  constitute  about 

19 

be  created  during  the  construction  years.  And  also 

19 

24  percent  of  the  population  of  Great  Falls.  And  because  the 

20 

associated  with  both  the  construction  and  the  operational 

20 

military  population  will  be  different  in  its  characteristics 

21 

years,  about  1200  indirect  jobs  would  be  created.  By 

21 

both  its  income,  its  age,  its  geogtapliic  background. 

22 

indirect  jobs  we  mean  those  people  providing  services  to 

22 

etcetera,  we  felt  we  considered  this  a  significant  impact 

23 

either  the  construction  effort  or  to  the  operations  effort. 

23 

upon  the  cenfflunity. 

24 

These  could  be  the  additional  police  force  required,  the 

00 

24 

In  housing,  we  analyzed  the  ability  of  the  private 

25 

additional  school  teachers  required,  etcetera. 

•V. 

25 

sector  to  provide  the  housing  to  the  immigrating  population. 

eg 
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1 

It  Should  be  noted  here  that  it's  the  Air  rorce  policy  to  | 

1 

the  needs  and  identifying  any  shortages  that  would  occur. 

2 

rely  first  upon  the  private  sector  to  provide  such  housing 

2 

The  program  related  to  enrollment  in  the  Great 

3 

but  then  if  it's  determined  thai  the  private  sector  cannot 

3 

Falls  School  District  would  be  stabilized  at  about  12,000 

4 

provide  that  housing,  then  the  Air  Force  will  satisfy  the 

4 

pupils  in  the  operating  years.  This  would  represent  about  t 

5 

needs  of  the  military  population  either  by  building  military 

5 

9.1  percent  increase  over  the  projected  baseline  population. 

6 

family  housing  units  or  providing  housing  through  other 

6 

One  of  our  biggest  concerns  is  that  if  military 

7 

federal  programs. 

family  housing  were  provided,  that  there  would  be  a  vast 

8 

In  our  analyses  we  concluded  that  in  construction 

8 

concentration  of  elementary  students  in  particular  around  the 

9 

phase  there  was  sufficient  housing  hotel  accomodations  to 

9 

base.  And  this  would  cause  a  severe  overloading  of  the  Loy 

,0 

satisfy  the  reeds.  As  indicated  earlier,  if  60  percent  of 

10 

Elementary  School.  This  would  also  cause  a  violation  of  the 

11 

the  needs  will  be  satisfied  from  the  local  area,  there  will 

11 

State  standards  for  the  pupil/teacher  ratios. 

12 

B,-  a  very  small  immigration. 

12 

If  housing  were  satisfied  by  other  military 

1  3 

However,  during  the  operational  years,  there  was  a 

1  3 

programs  -  or  other  federal  programs  such  as  Section  801, 

14 

different  story,  wc  determined  that  the  private  sector  could 

14 

the  housing  may  be  spread  throughout  the  community,  but  even 

15 

not  provide  r.oifatle  housing  for  the  military  personnel  at  a 

15 

this  action  will  still  cause  the  school  system  to  exceed  the 

16 

price  that  militiry  perronrel  could  afford.  Accordingly,  it 

16 

State  standard  for  the  st udent /t cache t  ratio.  So 

1  7 

will  be  neceftr.ary  to  .satisfy  the  residual  difference  with 

17 

accordingly,  education  war-  identified  as  a  significant  impact 

18 

either  mili'ary  family  houfping  units  or  othei  federal 

18 

area. 

19 

pr-gtams.  1 

19 

In  public  services,  we  have  loolied  at  the 

?0 

Altht,i!-jr,  the  impact  on  housing  would  not  be 

20 

institutions  in  the  affected  communities  and  identified  any 

?  1 

!  i  eJe  r  ed  i  :  yn  i  f  i  can  f  ,  the  methtid  in  which  this  housing 

needs  as  fat  as  personnel  were  concerned  or  facilities.  In 

^2 

would  he  provided  t/  t  l.e  military  family  housmu  or  other 

22 

aenera),  the  ir.cre.ire  in  migration  in  the  operational  years 

federal  ir-'ifT-:  d' e^  impact  pullic  finance  and  education. 

2  I 

would  cause  a  sliqtit  increase  of  need  for  services  and 

,4 

Ir  ‘  1  r>n ,  ur  .inaiyzf'd  t  t.r  renool  rv'r;fe."-r. 

00 

24 

accordingly’,  a  need  (or  adrtitiona!  perl'nnel  rircino  fr  — 

25 

affee'ed  ty  ^he  tr'^yram,  look;in')  at  their  ability  to  satisfy 

25 

between  a  5  ic  IP  percent  increase. 

eg 

> 

b] 
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Louking  at  the  facilitiea,  however,  we  discovered 
that  most  of  the  facilities  throughout  the  entire  area  were 
built  for  a  much  larger  population  and  could  well  handle  the 
projected  increase  in  population  associated  with  this 
program. 

The  only  area  of  concern  which  you  arc  probably  all 
quite  aware  of  ia  with  the  jail.  This  ^ail  which  was  built 
in  1914  has  already  been  operating  beyond  its  capacity,  and 
we  do  not  anticipate  having  any  ability  to  absorb  any  further 
growth  that  would  night  be  associated  with  our  coming  to 
town. 

In  the  public  finance  arena,  we  looked  at  the 
revenues  that  additional  revenues  that  would  be  collected  by 
the  various  jurisdictions  and  the  additional  expenditures 
they  may  be  required  to  ---  that  nay  be  required  to  provide 
the  necessary  services  that  this  immigrating  population  would 
require. 

Although  of  course  there  would  be  increased 
revenues  for  the  jurisdictions,  the  jurisdictions  of  Cascade 
County,  the  City  of  Great  Falls,  and  the  Great  Falls  Public 
School  Districts  would  all  experience  continued  shortfalls 
throughout  the  life  of  the  program  unless  mitigative  actions 
were  taken. 

In  the  City  of  Great  Falls  which  has  a  projected 
budget  of  about  $20  million  per  year,  the  shortfall  should  be 
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about  100,000. 

For  the  Cascade  County  with  a  projected  yearly 
budget  of  12  million,  the  shortfall  should  t<.-  about  270,000. 

And  for  the  Public  School  system,  which  has  a  a 
budget  of  $36  million  a  year,  the  shortfall  would  be  about 
570,000  in  1996  and  it  would  stabilise  at  about  140,000  a 
year  in  the  year  2000  and  beyond. 

Now,  if  in  lieu  of  building  military  family  housing 
units  on  the  base  the  housing  was  provided  by  other  federal 
programs  throughout  the  area,  then  the  State  could  tax  the 
property  or  imposed  property  taxes  on  those  particular 
units. 

This  particular  action  would  basically  wipe  out 
that  deficit  with  respect  to  the  City  of  Great  Falls  and 
Cascade  County. 

On  the  other  hand,  since  more  students  would  be 
living  off  base,  the  school  district  would  get  less  money 
under  Public  Law  81-B74  so  therefore  the  financial  shortfall 
to  the  school  system  unless  mitigative  actions  were  taken 
would  even  be  worse. 

So  accordingly,  in  the  area  of  public  finance,  we 
concluded  that  the  impacts  would  be  significant. 

In  utilities,  we  looked  at  waste  water,  water, 
solid  waste  ccllr'Ction  and  disposal  facilities,  electricity, 
natural  gas  and  other  energy  distribution  systems,  and 
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concluded  in  all  areas  that  there  was  sufficient  capacity 
already  in  being  or  currently  progtammed  to  satisfy  the 
additional  needs  imposed  by  this  program. 

In  transportation,  we  looked  at  roads,  public 
transportat ion,  railroads,  and  airports. 

However,  the  emphasis  was  placed  on  toads  since 
there  were  no  substantial  impacts  or  increases  in  demand  in 
public  transportation,  railroads,  and  airports. 

I  think  the  biggest  concern  that  --  to  ail  of  us 
has  been  the  disruption  of  ttalfic  throughout  the  deployment 
area  ar.  they  start  the  construction  offortf,  on  thr-  roadh  to 
meet  our  particular  needn.  In  the  replacement  of  bridges, 
the  widening  of  ruijds,  etcetera,  it  is  going  to  cause 
disruption  throughout  the  entire  area. 

However,  ii  should  t/c  noted  tli,it  the  construct  ion 
will  he  dc'ne  )n  phases,  so  that  only  a  small  portion  of  the 
entire  deployment  ar*>a  will  hr-  effecte-i  at  any  one  tjme.  And 
it  also  should  be  noted  that  in  the  l<<ng  term  the  entire  area 
will  benefit  from  the  improvement:,  to  the  mad  pyrtem. 

There  would  also  t.e  a  f  uhstant  i  al  prcl-ler.  witiiin 
the  Great  Falls  area  due  to  increased  unqrt-t  trp  on  f|.»*  roads 
with  the  workers  going  to  work  m  Ihf  ronr  i  r  ucl  icn  yeorr.. 

Furthermore,  if  wr  do  one  tiousin-j  i-tovided  ty  <ilhei 
military  progtaitiB  that  i  !■  h'-usinq  that  w«uld  m  pr«-viile«l 
witiiin  the  iity,  then  there  woul<l  !♦  Incrtasefl  ,  c-ngr  i-l  ior> 
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1  I  eve-  t  ..  :  tional  years  as  the  Air  Force  personnel  go 

2  i  to  their  olace  of  enployaent.  Consequently,  we  concluded  the 

3  I  impact  on  transportation  would  be  rignificant. 

4  I  In  land  use  we  considered  the  impacts  on  urban  and 

5  I  rural  land  uses.  Under  this  category  we  also  considered  the 

6  j  impacts  on  inhabited  homes  that  could  be  affected  by  the 

7  (  ex}>an&ion  of  the  safety  rone  surroundirig  these  launch 
tacil 1 i les. 

As  indicated  eailiec,  we  now  have  downgraded  the 
amount  of  land  that  is  going  to  be  required  at  each  selected 
1)  j  silo  to  t>ctween  .1  and  1.6  acres  per  site.  That  combined 
12  1  with  the  6G0  acres  lequircd  for  driver  training  at  Walmstrc^n 
IJ  Alt  Force  Rase  waiuIcI  still  be  a  ^mal  1  dent  jn  the 

14  j  agricultural  land  available  within  the  area.  And  so 

! 

15  ;  therefore  the  Impacts  were  nnt  considered  significant. 

16  j  In  the  EIS  we  identified  the  potential  lor 

17  I  impacting  inf;atiited  homes  and  identified  that  this  impact 
16  ;  could  be  signilicant  if  we  selected  launcfi  facilities  which 

19  I  would  had  inhaijted  homes  within  the  expanded  safety  tones. 

20  However,  aa  noted  earlier,  we  have  been  allc  to 

21  satisfy  all  our  oferational  lequitemente  and  avoid  those 

22  .  {Aarticular  launch  facililief.  .‘^i-  therefore,  that  impact  will 
2i  not  te  ncni  f  leant . 

I 

24  fn  rer'reation,  we  looked  .»t  l>oth  reuional  and  local 

2'.  [  r  ecr  e.Tt  i'>na  1  facililie;;  to  f.ee  witiher  tt:ey  could  fiAtisly  tie 
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1 

necdi  of  the  iiuiiigrAtin9  population. 

1 

This  area  has  several  important  fosslle  bearing 

2 

As  far  as  regional  recreation  was  concerned,  it  was 

2 

areas.  And  therefore,  the  possibility  of  disturbing 

3 

more  than  adequate  to  satisfy  the  needs  of  the  immigrating 

3 

materials  that  were  important  to  the  scientific  community  was 

4 

population. 

4 

always  prevalent. 

5 

However,  locally  we  set  out  that  there  were  some 

5 

A  variety  bf  Native  Americans  have  historic  tics  to 

6 

facilities  which  would  not  be  able  to  meet  the  demand  imposed 

6 

this  particular  area.  We  had  worked  with  Native  American 

7 

by  the  additional  population.  And  so  therefore,  we  concluded 

7 

groups  and  have  identified  no  areas  in  which  we  would 

8 

that  locally  the  impacts  on  recreation  would  be  significant. 

6 

directly  impact  their  sacred  sites. 

9 

In  visual  resources  we  used  a  modification  of  the 

9 

However,  we  could  have  areas  where  we  could  have 

10 

Bureau  of  Land  Hanagement's  visual  resource  management 

10 

visual  or  audible  intrusions  on  their  sites. 

11 

methodology.  Because  the  use  of  the  earth'-covered  igloo  we 

11 

However,  the  most  important  area  to  the  Native 

12 

felt  that  this  would  blend  into  the  countryside  and  would  not 

12 

Indians  or  Native  Americans  was  the  potential  for  us 

13 

be  a  visual  eyesore  and  therefore  we  concluded  the  impacts 

13 

uncovering  a  burial  site  during  our  construction  activities. 

14 

would  not  be  significant. 

14 

It  is  the  Air  Force  policy  in  this  matter  that  if 

15 

In  (inaudible)  paleontological  resources  we  looked 

15 

we  discover  a  Indian  burial  that  we  will  call  upon  the 

16 

at  prehistoric,  historic,  architectural.  Native  American,  and 

16 

traditional  leader  of  the  appropriate  tribal  group  to  arrange 

17 

paleontological  resources. 

17 

for  the  re-burial  or  re-internment  of  the  body  in  accordance 

18 

Prehistoric  sites  are  likely  to  be  effected  at 

18 

with  their  traditions. 

19 

bridge  construction  and  river  crossings.  And  in  addition 

19 

In  biology  we  looked  at  the  impacts  on  vegetation. 

20 

there  were  36  launch  facilities  located  on  land  forms  where 

20 

wildlife,  acquatic  habitats  unique  and  sensitive  habitats. 

21 

prehistoric  artifacts  are  likely  to  be  found. 

21 

and  threatened  and  endangered  species.  Overall,  the  impacts 

22 

Of  the  bridges  that  could  be  effected  by  the 

22 

were  considered  not  significant.  We  would  impact  small  areas 

23 

reconstruction  of  roads,  one  was  in  fact  or  could  be 

23 

of  sensitive  vegetation  and  we  could  possibly  impact  areas 

24 

eligible  for  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places.  And 

24 

where  impact  sensitive  wildlife  habitats.  However,  these 

25 

six  were  potentially  eligible. 

25 

areas  were  email  and  we  felt  they  would  have  no  long-term 

c«« 
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1 

impacts  on  the  wildlife  communities  themselves. 

1 

In  geology  and  soils,  we  have  s  requirement  for 

2 

we  did  see  some  program  induced  growth  or  increase 

2 

about  3  million  tons  of  aggregate  to  support  the  road 

3 

in  hunting  and  fishing  within  the  area  that  felt  the  Montana 

3 

construction  program.  In  this  case,  there  is  sufficient 

4 

has  more  than  sufficient  resources  to  supply  those  particular 

4 

aggregate  available  but  we  will  severely  stress  such 

5 

needs. 

5 

production  capabilities  and  particularly  in  the  Conrad  area 

6 

In  areas  that  we  had  sensitive  wildlife  the  State 

6 

and  the  Lewietown  area. 

7 

of  Montana  already  regulates  such  hunting  and  fishing  and 

7 

However,  i*i  the  long  term,  we  see  the  ability  of 

8 

protects  those  populations. 

8 

the  industry  to  respond  and  for  the  situation  to  stabilixe. 

9 

Section  7  of  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973 

9 

Also  at  sme  sites  we  have  soila  that  are  prone  to 

10 

requires  us  to  assess  our  impact  on  threatened  and  endangered 

10 

erosion  and  mass  movement.  And  so  therefore  we  say  have  some 

11 

species.  Assessment  was  filed,  identifying  that  we  felt 

11 

difficulties  when  we  are  constructing  at  those  particular 

there  would  be  no  impact  on  such  species  and  the  U.S.  rish 

12 

sites. 

.3 

and  Wildlife  has  concurred  with  that  finding. 

13 

As  far  as  air  quality  is  concerned  and  noise,  we 

14 

In  water  resources,  we  looked  at  water  use,  surface 

14 

found  that  there  would  be  no  significant  impacts  associated 

15 

water,  and  groundwater.  As  far  as  water  is  concerned  we  will 

15 

with  this  program  on  either  one  of  those  resources. 

16 

be  using  approximately  800  acre  feet  per  year  in  the 

16 

At  this  point,  I  would  like  to  look  at  the 

17 

construction  phase  and  about  1500  acre  feet  per  year  in  the 

17 

alternatives  that  were  considered  in  this  particular  EIS. 

18 

operational  stage,  primarily  in  the  Great  Falls  area.  This 

18 

The  first  alternative  as  you  may  recall  involved 

19 

represents  about  .1  percent  of  the  presence  of  water  that  is 

19 

the  deployment  of  200  Hard  Mobile  Launchers  in  pre-engineeced 

20 

consumed  and  we  see  no  impact  in  this  particular  area. 

20 

buildings  in  lieu  of  iglooa.  The  numbers  of  people  would  be 

21 

As  far  as  surface  water  ie  concerned,  we  saw  some 

21 

less  that  would  be  required  to  operate  the  system.  The 

i2 

temporary  disruption  or  impacts  due  to  sedimentation  when 

22 

number  of  students  would  be  leas  that  would  be  imposed  upon 

?3 

bridge  construction  is;  oicurrlng. 

23 

the  school  system. 

24 

Hnw«ver,  ih**  water  should  soon  be  restored  to  its 

24 

The  biggest  concern  that  we  had,  however,  which  was 

25 

normal  state  after  such  construction  is  complete. 

identified  in  the  EIS,  was  the  consequences  of  the  expanded 

ce 
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1 

safety  zones  associated  with  this  particular  option.  But  as 

1 

In  this  --  under  this  particular  scenario,  the 

2 

I  identified  earlier*  we  have  now  selected  a  set  of  launch 

2 

unemployment  rate  wjthin  the  area  would  drop  to  apprcsiMteiy 

3 

facilities  that  avoids  in  any  impacts  on  inhabited  hoeies. 

3 

6  percent. 

4 

For  alternative  two*  this  is  one  that  looks  at 

4 

In  considering  the  cianulative  impacts  of  the 

5 

placing  —  or  using  250  Hard  Mobile  Launchers  and  placing 

5 

Peacekeeper  progrem  superimposed  upon  the  small  ICBM,  we 

6 

them  at  125  sites.  There  was  additional  construction  work 

6 

considered  that  there  would  be  about  $100  million  worth  of 

7 

force  associated  with  this  particular  deployment  and  there 

7 

construction  work  associated  with  this  program.  This  would 

8 

was  also  an  increase  in  the  operational  costs  associated  with 

8 

employ  up  to  an  extra  220  peraons  pec  year  during  a 

9 

this  deployment. 

9 

construction  phase. 

10 

However*  the  major  issue  that  we  should  identify 

10 

There  will  be  an  operational  requirement  for  317 

11 

here  is  the  increase  potential  —  well*  the  increase  on  the 

11 

people*  which  would  dictate  an  extra  700  people  coming  into 

12 

socioeconomic  impacts  due  to  the  larger  work  force. 

12 

the  community.  The  net  result  of  this  would  probably  -- 

13 

For  option  number  three*  this  is  where  we  deployed 

13 

would  be  an  increased  population  or  to  the  increased  needs 

14 

200  Hard  Mobile  Launchers  in  pre-engineered  buildings  at  200 

14 

with  the  public  services  and  continued  shortfalls  to  the 

15 

sites.  And  In  this  particular  case*  the  most  important  * 

15 

revenues  of  Great  Falls*  Conrad  --  I  mean  Cascade  County  and 

16 

impact  to  note  is  that  now  we  have  no  option  in  selecting 

16 

to  the  school  districts. 

17 

launch  facilities.  Me  have  to  go  to  200  and  therefore  we 

17 

In  the  area  of  safety,  it  was  important  for  us  to 

16 

will  impact  25  or  we  will  have  impacts  on  inhabited  homes  at 

18 

identify  the  actions  taken  to  insure  that  we  have  a  safe 

19 

25  sites. 

19 

system,  but  at  the  same  time*  hypothesize  the  most  credible 

20 

He  also  considered  a  no  action  alternative  In  this 

20 

accident  that  we  can  envision  and  to  identify  the 

21 

EIS.  This  considers  that  just  the  Minuteman  and  the  air 

21 

envicorxDental  consequences  associated  with  that  accident. 

22 

refueling  mission  remain  at  Halmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  In 

22 

It  should  be  noted  that  over  the  25  years  of  the 

23 

this  particular  caae*  the  military  population  will  remain  at 

23 

operation  of  the  Minuteman  system  there  has  not  been  an 

24 

about  10*700  or  IS  percent  of  the  total  population  of  Great 

CO 

24 

accident  that  resulted  in  any  explosion  or  fire. 

25 

Fal Is. 

25 

Nevertheless*  it  still  was  imperative  that  we  do 

> 
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1 

this  hypothetical  analyses.  The  analysis  the  we  created*  or 

to  minimize  or  eliminate  those  impacts  that  we  identified 

2 

the  hypothetical  situation  that  we  created  was  a  situation 

here  tonight. 

3 

where  a  tanker  truck  loaded  with  fuel  crashed  into  the  Hard 

NOV,  there  are  some  measures  that  ate  within  the  j 

4 

Mobile  Launcher  during  its  movements. 

4 

Air  Force  authority  during  the  construction  years  such  as  i 

5 

If  this  occurred*  and  if  a  fire  subsequently 

5 

normal  construction  practices*  and  they  have  been  identif'ed  1 

6 

occurred  and  lasted  long  enough  and  if  the  re-entry  vehicle 

6 

in  the  FIS  and  have  been  assumed  in  our  analyses. 

7 

was  broken  open  during  the  accident*  there  is  a  possibility 

7 

There  are  other  actions  or  mitigative  actions  that 

6 

that  up  to  1  percent  of  the  radioactive  material  within  the 

8 

we  can  take  that  are  as  a  consequence  of  identifying  the 

9 

re-entry  vehicle  could  be  aerosolized  and  released  into  the 

9 

problems  in  the  Els  process.  One  of  those  actions  could  be  a 

10 

area. 

10 

selection  of  the  launch  facilities  where  we  deploy  the 

11 

If  it  occurred*  and  particularly  if  it  occurred  in 

1 1 

system;  in  this  particular  case*  the  selection  of  the  launch 

12 

an  urban  area*  the  increase  in  deaths  would  be  up  to  14  per  1 

12 

facilities  that  avoid  inhabited  homes. 

13 

million  people  exposed. 

>’ 

Then  there  ate  mitigation  measures  that  are  not 

14 

However*  it  should  be  emphasized  --  oh*  and  in 

within  the  authority  of  the  All  Force.  It  is  not  proper  for 

>5 

addition  to  that,  of  course*  the  clean-up  corts  within  the 

the  Air  (orce  to  dictate  to  the  school  district,  to  the  City 

16 

immedtate  area  would  be  considerable. 

16 

of  Great  Falls,  to  Cascade  County  how  they  should  go  about 

17 

But  it  should  be  emphasized  at  this  particular 

17 

reacting  to  the  impacts  that  we  have  identified. 

18 

point  that  this  particular  mishap  is  very  highly  improbable. 

18 

Rather  it  is  their  prerogative  to  chose  how  they 

19 

In  fact,  we  have  done  an  analysis  to  deteririne  what  the 

19 

wish  to  respond  and  then  after  that  particular  }uriedicticn 

20 

probability  is.  and  determined  that  it  is  at  lets  than  1 

20 

ha*  identified  its  response,  the  Air  Force  is  committed  to 

chance  In  }00  billion. 

21 

help  them  in  the  execution  of  that  responfse. 

22 

The  last  area  I  wish  to  talk  about  this  evening  ir- 

22 

That  concludes  my  prepared  remarks.  Thank  you. 

2  1 

»  1 1 Iqat ion. 

23 

COL.  BRl.^TOL:  Thank  you.  Col.  Malsh.  Before 

r'ltlqation  are  those  actions  tiiaf  are  taken  tf 

00 

cw 

24 

we  take  about  a  ten-minute  recess  let  me  just  mention  two 

minimize  tfie  adverse  Impacts  associated  with  this  deplcymert  • 

25 

things  for  those  of  yox'  who  came  ir  after  wc  slatted. 

ea 

> 

U 

E-176 


EV2-1/128  EV2-1/128 


DOCUMENT  127 


DOCUMENT  127 


_ 

PACE  33 

PAGE  34 

1 

Pill  out  on«  the  CQRHicnts  sheetCt  es  this  Mill  be 

1 

taking  every  word  that's  spoken  tonight  by  anyone  and  making 

2 

the  only  record  of  your  havin9  perticipeted  in  this  evening's 

2 

it  a  vcrbatlB  part  of  tonight's  record,  so  that  ahe  can  get 

3 

hearing. 

3 

your  identity  for  the  record  so  that  it  will  be  clear  from 

4 

It's  really  rather  si»ple>  but  after  your  naae  and 

4 

who*  we  have  received  the  particular  point. 

5 

if  you  are  representing  an  organization,  the  naae  of  that 

5 

And  finally,  just  to  remind  those  again  who  weren’t 

6 

organization  and  your  address.  Check  your  status  if  you  are 

6 

here  when  we  started,  the  whole  idea  of  this  and  the  whole 

7 

a  public  official  or  designated  representative  of  an 

7 

idea  of  the  law  that  provides  for  this  hearing  is  to  get  your 

B 

organization,  and  then  check  the  blocks  that  apply. 

8 

unique  perspective:  the  one  thing  that  we  can't  get  from 

9 

Do  you  want  to  ask  a  question?  There  is  a  block 

9 

experts  who  are  hired  to  come  in  and  look  at  it  and  come  up 

10 

check.  Do  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  coaments?  Another  block 

10 

with  assessments.  We  need  very  badly  your  perspective  about 

11 

to  check.  And  the  same  for  a  written  stateaent  or  if  you 

11 

impacts  and  anything  to  do  with  this  proposal. 

12 

desire  to  have  a  copy  of  the  EIS,  the  final  one.  Bailed  to 

12 

And  without  that  perspective,  the  process  and  the 

13 

you. 

13 

decision-making  process  is  simply  incomplete.  And  so  once  we 

14 

Indicate  the  particular  subjects  which  your 

14 

have  all  of  this,  the  environmental  matters  considered,  the 

15 

coaaents  or  questions  night  want  to  address,  and  any  other 

15 

law  rei^uires  that  the  people  who  make  decisions  about  whether 

16 

natters  that  you  wish  to  put  on  the  forn.  Then  lay  it  on  the 

16 

and  to  what  extent  to  proceed  with  this  action  take  into 

17 

table  in  the  back  or  give  it  to  one  the  uniforned  personnel 

17 

serious  account  those  environmental  considerations. 

18 

that  you  see,  and  I  will  collect  then  and  use  then  to  call  on 

16 

So  let's  take  a  ten-minute  recess.  I  have  just 

19 

people  in  the  second  half  of  tonight's  hearing. 

19 

short  of  eight  o'clock.  And  let's  come  back  at  ten  minutes 

20 

When  you  are  called  upon  we'll  have  a  microphone 

20 

after  6:00. 

21 

down  here  in  the  center  aisle.  Cone  to  the  nicrophone  and 

21 

Thank  you. 

22 

state  very  clearly  and  slowly  your  full  nane.  And  if  it's  a 

22 

23 

nane  that  you  think  I  night  have  trouble  spelling  *-->  and 

23 

(Whereupon,  the  proceedings  were  held  in  recess  and 

24 

that's  probably  anything  other  than  Jones  or  Snith  or  Johnson 

00 

ca 

24 

subsequently  reconvened,  and  the  following  proceedings  were 

25 

spell  it  clearly  so  our  court  reporter,  Becky  Doby,  who  is 

25 

entered  of  record: ) 

> 
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1 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Prom  the  number  of  people  who 

1 

I  have  talked  to  a  great  deal  of  people  alnce  that 

2 

have  subnitted  either  questions  or  statenents,  I  sense  that 

2 

time,  and  most  of  the*  are  in  agreement  that  they  are 

j 

we  are  going  to  have  to  really  keep  things  moving  and  make 

3 

basically  in  favor  of  better  jobs  and  everything.  Not  only 

4 

the  best  possible  use  of  time,  because  we  sort  of  run  out  of 

4 

that  -- 

5 

the  use  of  this  facility  and  would  ordinarily  close  at  about 

5 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Mr.  Tucker,  I'm  sorry  to 

6 

ten  o'clock. 

6 

interrupt  but  I  know  we'te  going  to  get  to  the  statement 

7 

So  one  of  the  things  I  am  going  to  ask  you  is  if 

7 

portion  in  a  bit.  If  you  could  just  ask  the  question  -- 

8 

you  agree  or  disagree  with  someone's  position,  don't  show  it 

8 

NR.  TVCKER:  1  have  a  statement  to  make  and 

9 

by  any  type  of  applause  or  any  other  manifestation  of 

9 

then  I'd  like  to  make  and  then  ask  scaie  questions. 

10 

agreement,  because  that  will  just  take  up  time  that  we  could 

10 

COL.  BRISTOL:  But  the  statement  portion  will 

11 

otherwise  use. 

11 

have  to  wait  until  the  next  portion  of  the  hearing.  That's 

12 

So  we'll  go  right  into  the  questions  first  of  all 

12 

the  point  I'm  trying  to  make. 

13 

and  then  when  we  conclude  them  go  into  the  statements. 

13 

PQ).  TtlCRER:  Okay.  The  questions  are  in  -- 

14 

Remind  you  as  you  come  to  the  microphone  even 

14 

you  stated  last  time  that  you  would  --  the  80  percent  of  the 

15 

though  1  have  mentioned  name  in  calling  from  the  form  if  you 

15 

work  force  would  be  local  people,  and  that  it  was  bid  out 

U 

would  mention  your  name  and  spell  your  last  name  for  the 

16 

competitively  to  contractors  in  the  area. 

17 

record  before  you  commence  with  the  question  or  a  statement. 

17 

Now,  since  that  time  I  have  done  quite  quite  a  bit 

10 

First  of  all,  James  Tucker.  You  can  come  right 

IP 

of  research.  We  checked  with  Cheyenne.  Wyoming  where  you 

19 

down  here  to  the  center  for  the  microphone. 

19 

built  ten  sites.  I  guess  you  just  completed  them  recently. 

20 

MR.  TUCKER:  I'm  James  P.  Tucket-  I  am  with 

20 

Labor  organizations  in  Cheyenne  state  that  60 

21 

the  Great  Falls  Building  Trades  and  Inlernat lonal  Union  of 

21 

percent  of  the  contractors  were  out  of  state  with  70  to  80 

22 

Operating  Engineers. 

22 

percent  of  tKeir  personnel  brought  in  with  the*. 

23 

Col.  Walsh,  and  gentlemen,  I  made  a  statenent  in 

23 

Now,  there  are  some  companies  here.  I  would  like 

24 

your  last  meeting.  We  are  in  support  <5f  your  misrile  syr-te-m 

00 

24 

to  --  my  question  if  1  would  like  to  know  he*  ycu  or  a!<ut 

generally  as  lat,oting  people. 

25 

insuring  that  local  contract ots  ate  given  an  oppoitunity  to 

ea 

> 

u 
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competitively  bid  on  thiF  work. 

The  reason  1  ask  this  is  in  the  past  nc  have  had 
these  companies  —  and  we  researched  their  history,  they  have 
been  what  we  called  ghost  companies.  They  have  estat-l i shed  a 
contractor's  license  in  an  area  within  a  few  months  prict  to 
the  bid  letting  of  a  missile  project.  T.iey  have  bid  the 
project,  and  after  the  project  is  over  the  cwnpany  just 
ceased  to  exist  and  nobody  ever  heats  anything  of  tnem  again. 
I  would  like  to  give  you  names  of  a  few  companies  and  why  we 
suspicion  that  maybe  this  is  not  a  competitively  bid  job  as 
you  think. 

Western  State  -- 

COL,  BRISTOL:  I’m  sorry.  I'm  really  not 
trying  to  be  impolite.  But  1  would  just  like  to  have  Col- 
Walsh  answer  the  question  now  and  then  the  statement  portion 
of  what  you  have  to  say  I'll  come  back  to  you  when  we  get 
into  the  statement  portion  and  I'll  permit  you  to  make  your 
statement  at  that  time.  As  the  designated  representative  of 
your  organization  you  will  have  five  minutes. 

MR.  TUCKER:  Okay, 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Col.  Walsh? 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Thank  you.  In  the  state  of 
Wyoming,  the  similar  concerns  were  raised  when  we  went 
through  the  Erwironmental  Statement  process. 

The  way  in  which  we  assisted  local  contractors  to 


25 

24 

2$ 
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be  Competitive-  in  any  contract  bids  was  first  of  all  to 
arrange  that  the  Corps  of  Engineers  tu  package  the  bids  so 
that  local  contractors  would  have  first  of  all  the  bonding 
capacity. 

Second,  the  office  associated  with  the  deployment 
of  the  Peacekeeper  missile  started  having  classes  for  the 
local  contractors  to  teach  those  contractors  how  to  prepare  a 
bid  for  federal  work.  As  you  be  quite  aware  there  is  a  lot 
of  paperwork  that  goes  along  with  such  a  bid.  which  is 
somewhat  intimidat i ng  to  some  small  contiactors. 

Since  the  time  of  that  effort,  we  have  had  a 
monitoring  program  which  has  been  under  the  control  of  the 
State  of  Wyoming  in  looking  at  where  the  contiactors  come 
from,  both  for  the  prime  and  for  the  sub. 

And  for  each  contractor  that  cones  on  bc-ard,  we  do 
a  complete  inventory  of  their  people  to  find  out  where  they 
come  from.  Are  they  local,  are  they  from  the  local  union, 
are  they  from  out  of  state,  where  are  they  living,  etcetera 
so  we  can  have  a  complete  picture  on  what  is  happening  in 
Wyoning  and  in  fact  compare  it  to  what  we  predicted  in  our 
EIS. 

Through  this  particular  measure  of  monitoring,  we 
have  found  that  seven  of  the  IS  prime  contractors  came  from 
the  state  of  Wyoming.  And  6S,  or  SO  percent  of  the 
subcontractors  were  from  the  state  of  Wyoming. 
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Now,  even  when  the  contractor  was  from  out  of 
state,  we  found  that  he  still  had  a  high  tendency  just  to 
bring  in  his  key  personnel,  hii<  foremen,  etcetera  and  still 
could  do  the  bulk  of  the  hiring  from  the  local  union. 

And  through  again  out  monitoring  effort  which  again 
was  managed  by  the  State  of  Wyeming,  they  found  that  almost 
80  percent  of  those  jobs  we'e  satisfied  by  people  that  were 
living  in  Wyoming  before  the  project  came  to  town. 

So  I  would  like  to  taU  to  you  afterwards  to  find 
out  where  you  got  a  different  information  and  so  we  can 
compare  notes.  But  and  I  will  definitely  make  available 
to  you  the  Ponitor:n'j  leporrs  »hat  we  tavc  gotten  In 
conjunction  -•  and  we  worked  very  closely  wjih  the  trade 
unions  within  Wyoming  to  assist  us  ;n  the  pfeparatim  of  thtr. 

document.  .‘'e  it  f-urpriseu  me  that  wc  f.toulcl  i.ave  two 

rent  rad  1  ct  cry  cuncl  .. .si  onn. 

But  if  J  car  talk  to  yotj  afterward:  then  we  can  get 

ycuf  name  and  addrer.r  and  then  t-ack  with  you  wi»w  the 
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Thank  yo.i. 

PPJFTOI.;  Porky  Mo  i  trua  r  t  r.e  r  . 

W.g.  Ht  I  WfiAPTNtP  :  Wy  name  in  Pecky 
He  1  mga  1 1  fiPf .  I  -im  empU.yed  a:-  a  serteiary  here  m  Great 
Fall:. 

Wy  quorti'-n  has  to  do  with  the  pct-iic  f  irance 
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area.  1  would  like  to  hear  the  Air  Force's  specific 
2  I  proposals  for  assisting  local  governments  with  remedying  the 
shor  t  f  al Is. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you. 

MS.  HtlMCAPTNER:  And  if  you  ate  going  to  tell 
me  that  you  don't  know  what  the  proposals  are  yet.  I'd  just 
7  I  like  to  heat  some  ideas  of  what  you  could  do  or  would  do. 

COL.  PPiSTOLt  Col.  Walsh? 

9  j  LT.  COL.  WALSH;  Thank  you  very  much.  1  thirik 

10  j  the  major  area  of  concern  is  in  the  school  sqrstem  where  we 
I!  ;  ate  showing  a  substantial  shortfall.  And  that  shortfall 

12  :  could  get  worse.  And  I  noted  in  my  presentation  if  the 

13  rousing  is  provided  fy  fur  instance  Section  801  federal 
M  .  financing  in  iieu  of  military  family  housing. 

Ne  id«nt;fiea  that  i*r  shortfall  could  be  somewhere 

14  in  the  neighbi.r rc nd  of  MC.hOC  a  year  l  ut  of  the  budget  S3t 
17  mill  ir-r . 

If*  We  alE'  identified  there  are  several  problems 

19  associated  with  ncho-  !  f  tci  1  j :  i  ••f  .  And  we  els.  identified 

20  several  r.ea'uctF  o*  '-a  1 1  s.f  y  i  n  i  tfjr:  we  had  reopening 

21  sch.-ols,  builninr:  a  new  rvnoc.l,  etietrra. 

Well,  first  of  al!,  as  noted  in  my  speech,  it  is 

23  ,  th«>  piejogat  IV*'  of  the  rrfir<  1  district  to  assume  ri  to  decide 

24  how  it  Wither,  »c  -tut  i.ui  n, •*'[!;  .  A'  jr.u  may  have  noted,  we 

2*^:  identified  pritajt  r  ti  jen  i  n;  of  scti-ols  1  ut  such  ie,-penir.g  of 
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1 

schools  might  violate  the  present  policy  in  the  Great  Palls 

1 

amount  of  what  it's  costing  the  school  district  to  educate 

2 

District  of  having  neighborhood  schools. 

2 

chat  child. 

3 

An  alternative  for  that  would  be  to  build  a  new 

3 

In  this  particular  case,  for  a  high  school  student 

4 

school,  expand  the  Loy  Elementary  School  adjacent  to  the  base 

4 

I  believe  the  cost  is  about  $2100  a  year;  for  elementary 

5 

to  accomodate  the  additional  students. 

S 

studant  about  $1600  a  year. 

6 

If  that  was  the  selected  route  by  the  school 

6 

But  it  would  be  up  to  the  school  district  working 

7 

district  then  we  would  do  a  similar  measure  to  what  we  did  in 

7 

with  the  Air  Force  to  make  appropriate  application  with  the 

e 

Wyoming,  where  we  provided  $4.8  million  to  the  school 

6 

Department  of  Education,  with  the  Air  Force  definitely 

9 

district  to  build  that  new  school. 

9 

supporting  the  effort  to  get  such  monies  provided. 

10 

The  other  area  of  concern  is  operating  costs. 

10 

And  again,  we  did  such  activities  in  Wyoming  and  we 

11 

Now,  presently  through  Public  Law  81-874,  there  is 

11 

were  successful.  I  see  no  reason  why  we  can't  do  the  same 

12 

a  certain  amount  of  money  that  goes  to  the  school  district  to 

12 

thing  in  Montana. 

13 

pay  in  some  small  part  for  the  education  of  the  military 

13 

Thank  you. 

14 

children. 

14 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Wilbur  Johnson. 

15 

The  siaR  is  for  a  Type  A  student,  that  is  a  student 

IS 

HR.  JOHNSON:  Good  evening.  My  name  is  Wilbur 

1$ 

actually  living  on  the  base  itself  the  State  gets 

16 

Johnson.  1  am  a  member  of  Concerned  Citixens  Coalition. 

17 

approximately  830  odd  dollars  per  year. 

17 

My  question  is  geared  Coward  the  temporary 

18 

For  a  student  of  a  person  that  lives  off  base  but 

18 

housing. 

19 

works  on  base,  that  sum  is  only  about  $30  a  year.  This  is  at 

19 

Do  you  think  that  it  is  accurate  to  assume  that  all 

20 

the  high  school  level.  I  won't  go  through  all  the  figures 

20 

temporary  workers  will  be  living  in  motels  and  campgrounds 

21 

for  elementary.  I'm  just  giving  you  an  idea. 

21 

and  not  competing  for  rental  housing  in  Great  Falls? 

22 

However,  there  arc  provisions  under  that  same  law 

22 

Thank  you. 

23 

that  if  the  increase  in  student  population  as  such  is  causing 

23 

COL.  BRISTOL;  Thank  you.  Hr.  Johnson. 

24 

severe  hardship  on  the  district  that  the  actual  stipends  that 

oe 

24 

LT.  COL.  WALSH  1  In  our  analysis  of  this 

25 

can  be  provided  can  be  increased  and  to  increase  to  the  full 

25 

particular  problem,  we  identified  that  over  SO  percent  of  the 

> 
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work  the  construction  work  force  could  be  supplied  fro*  the 

1 

1  1 

will  --  IS  committed  to  providing  the  necessary  housing 

2 

local  area. 

2  1 

either  through  the  construction  of  military  family  housing 

3 

Accordingly^  we  would  see  a  very  soisll  Isnigratlon 

’1 

units  as  identified  in  the  proposed  action,  or  providing 

4 

of  workers  during  the  construction  phase  face.  And  we  feel» 

4  I 

housing  through  other  federal  programs. 

5 

having  done  a  survey  of  the  available  housing  throughout  this 

5 

And  those  federal  programs  ate  in  Law  96-115 

6 

particular  region,  that  --  and  also  of  the  hotels  and 

6 

Section  801-802,  where  the  Air  Force  is  given  permission  to 

7 

anticipated  vacancy  rates  --  that  there  Is  aaple  housing  and 

7 

have  guaranteed  rental  arrangements  or  lease  arrangements 

8 

hotel  hotels  available  to  satisfy  the  needs  of  not  only  the 

B 

with  private  entrepreneurs  who  built  the  housing  for  Air 

9 

work  force  coning  in  to  construct  the  ssall  ICBH  facilities 

9 

Force  personnel . 

10 

but  also  to  accoBodate  the  immigrat ion  associated  with  the 

.0 

Thank  you  very  much. 

11 

air  refueling  wing.  ! 

-1 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Sue  Dickenson. 

12 

The  difficulty  starts  to  arise,  however,  when  you 

12 

KS.  DICKENSON:  I'm  Sue  Dickenson.  I'm 

13 

start  talking  about  the  operating  years  when  we  are  talking 

)  3  i 

married,  the  mother  of  three  teenage  children,  and  a 

14 

about  bringing  in  31  Air  Force  --  3100  Air  Force  personnel. 

“  i 

housewife  and  a  substitute  teacher  in  the  Great  Falls  School 

15 

Then  when  you  include  their  familief,  that  ruiftrr  goes  up  to 

15 

Syr.t  em . 

16 

almost  8,000  people.  1  t 

16 

A  couple  ct  the  questions  I  have  were  prepared  by  a  \ 

n  I 

That's  the  time  that  we  are  concerned  with  the 

17 

friend  who  tc  not  here  this  evening  t<ecauae  he  is  working.  j 

18  ' 

ability  of  the  community  to  !-alir-fy  the  ncedr.  of  the  ir-tlitury 

18 

Ore  of  the  questions  is  this:  The  CIS  states  that  | 

■’  1 

as  well  as  satisfy  the  continuing  need!,  of  the  community. 

19 

the  mayority  of  construction  yobs  will  be  filled  by  local  j 

20  1 

1 

And  that's  why  in  --  last  week  when  I  was  in 

20 

cr  af  t  jwien . 

1 

Washington  talking  tC'  the  Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force 

2)  , 

Will  the  yohs  be  filled  by  union  craftMien?  Is 

22  ! 

for  Installation  Safety  and  the  r.nv  i  ronmenr  ,  he  iradr  it  very 

22 

there  any  part  that  the  Air  Force  would  have  to  do  with  the 

21  : 

plain  to  me  that  it  is  the  Air  Force  policy  tr-at  if  hc.uMng 

23  , 

hiring  of  the!.e  yobs  and  would  it  be  union  craftsmen?  j 

24  i 

IS  not  availat'le  in  the  area  or  if  tf,r  private  i.rrtor  lannot 

00 

24  ; 

IT.  roL.  WALSH:  On  that  particular  questicr,  | 

2.  1 

respond  to  the  needs  of  the  Air  Force,  then  the  Air  Force 

25  ! 

ma'am,  I  don't  believe  we  have  an  ancvei  to  give  you 

> 

u 
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tonightv  And  I  don't  want  to  inaccuiate  make  it  for  the 
record,  however* 

MS.  DICXENSON:  Thank  you.  Another  queetion. 

Hill  the  Air  Force  abide  by  Montana's  state 
licensing  laws  when  it  coaes  to  electrical  and  plumbing 
installations?  In  the  Great  Falls  Tribune  on  Friday  there 
was  an  article  concerning  the  difficulties  with  the 
construction  work  being  done  at  Conrad.  And  1  was  wondering 
if  the  Air  Force  would  then  in  the  Midgetnan  case  be  abiding 
by  Montana's  licensing  laws. 

LT.  O^L.  HALSM:  I  would  ask  Naior  Van  Ness, 
who  is  the  sttorney  for  the  Air  Force,  to  take  that 
particular  question. 

MAJOR  VAN  NESS:  I  don't  want  to  be 
disingenious  with  you,  but  the  answer  is  not  an  easy  one. 

He  intend  and  will  do  our  utmost  in  every  case  to 
comply  with  the  substantive  provisions  of  the  licensing  laws 
in  any  standarda  that  might  have  to  do  with  electrical 
installation  or  what  have  you. 

The  federal  government  is  not  in  a  position  where 
it  can  go  through  the  procedural  aspects  of  that  licensing 
law  where  the  way  the  Constitution  separates  authority  which 
states  and  the  authority  of  the  federal  government  we  cannot 
subject  ourselves  to  the  licensing  procedures. 

But  as  we  did  in  Hyoming,  we  will  make  every  effort 
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to  comply  substantively  with  all  of  those  provisions  in  any 
reasonable  fashion  we  can. 

MS.  DICKENSON:  I  see.  In  other  words,  it's  a 
question  of  federal  law  or  the  U.S.  Constitution  being  the 
supreme  law  of  the  land  versus  the  state  laws  whjch  we  make? 

MAJOR  VAN  NESS:  I  believe  I  wish  I  would  have 

said  that. 

MS.  DICKENSON:  In  the  Tribune  in  that  Friday 
article  that  was  kind  of  the  meat  of  the  lawsuit  or  the 
disagreement  there. 

Then  also,  why  will  the  unemployment  rate  rise 
during  the  peak  of  construction  as  stated  in  the  EIS? 

LT.  COL.  HALSH:  You  are  talking  about  the 
unemployment  rate  rising  in  the  peak  of  the  operational 
years? 

MS.  DICKENSON:  No.  During  the  construction 

phase. 

LT.  COL.  HALSH:  1  would  like  to  ask  Dr- 
Hathut  on  our  team  from  Tetra-'Tech  to  answer  that  question. 
MS.  DICKENSON:  Thank  you. 

DR.  MATNUR:  1  believe  the  unemployment  rate 
is  expected  to  rise  during  the  operations  phase.  It  is  at 
the  decline  of  the  peak  year,  immediately  after  the  peak  year 
of  1996.  1997  when  we  ate  showing  a  decline  —  an  increase  in 
the  unemployment  rate. 
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That  is  because  at  that  time  construction  people 
are  all  gone  and  operations  persons  are  coming  in.  And  with 
Che  operations  persons  not  of  deperdents  of  the  military 
people  come  in,  who  usually  have  a  higher  unemployment  rate, 
then  the  civilian  people  --  the  unemployment  rate  during  the 
operations  phase  will  be  a  little  higher.  Not  too  much,  but 
will  be  a  little  higher  during  the  construct  ton  phase  when 
only  the  civilian  workers  ace  empoyed. 

MS.  DICKENSON:  1  was  under  the  understanding 
in  the  EIS  that  there  would  be  a  raise  n  the  unemployment 
cate  even  during  the  construction  phase. 

Am  1  incorrect  there? 

LT.  COL.  HALSH:  Yes,  you  are  incorrect  in 
that  aspect.  There  will  be  actually  a  decline  of  1  percent 
in  the  unemployment  rate  during  the  const t uct :cn  years. 

It's  only  in  the  pto)ected  years  where  in  the  no 
activ--i  alternative  the  uneippUymert  rate  wnh  no  cutrirtt- 
influence  would  go  down  to  appro* imatel y  6  percent.  But  with 
the  project,  it  would  t>e  6.2  i>efcert.  That  e«lia  2  I4*rcent 
16  attributed  to  dej'endents  cf  military  f^rscnnel  romjno  into 
town,  looking  for  jobs,  and  not  being  able  to  find  them. 

MRS.  r>lCKENS<'iN;  1  see. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Mrs.  Pickeri.or,  {  am  uoino  ?« 
ask  that  the  balance  of  your  question  re  iolT'ittefl  for  tte 
record  because  of  the  numbers  of  |,eople  that  fav*  arrir-.f  we 
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1  only  have  time  for  two  or  three  que8tlot^s. 

2  :  MS.  DICKENSON:  That’S  fine.  Thank  you. 

3  :  COL.  BRISTOL;  Just  sutwit  that  jn  written 

4  down  to  me  before  the  close  of  the  evening  I  will  assure  that 
6  you  questions  will  be  answered  in  the  final  Environmental 

6  !  Impact  Statement. 

7  '  Joel  Er ickson. 

B  ^  m.  ERICKSEN:  Thenk  you.  Col.  Bristol.  My 

9  ‘  name  is  Joel  Ericksen.  And  I  have  two  questions.  One  is 

10  I  simple.  What  is  the  total  construction  cost  of  the  proposed 

11  i  action? 

12  I  I  looked  through  the  EIS  statement  and  1  couldn't 

13  '  f ind  a  f igure. 

14  :  LT.  COL.  HALSH:  The  total  construction  cost 

15  ^  IS  about  61  billion  dollars,  approaches  SI  bil.ion.  Ttai 

16  '  will  be  ’inaudible)  monies. 

17  MR.  FRICRSEN:  This  is  the  total  ccnstructicn 

18  for  the  road 

19  LT.  COL.  HAL.'JH:  This  will  be  fv,t  the 

20  modifications  to  the  launch  facilities,  upgrade  of  the  road 

21  System,  fcr  the  conj,t  r  uct  ion  of  personnel  support  facilitirs, 

22  technical  facilities  and  training  facilities  at  Malmstrc*  Air 
2 )  '  Force  Base . 

?4  '  MR.  ERICKSFN:  Than*  >ru.  Th.e  second  qijcrticn 

25  •  concerns  the  impact  of  individuals  and  families  on  li»e-*. 
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1 

incoMi.  I  that  as  Bore  paople  coat  to  town  and 

1 

consumer  prices,  hsvc  you  eddrassed  that  in  the  atateaent?  I 

2 

ara  earning  aoney  that  the  utility  costa  will  rise.  After 

2 

aa  sure  those  would  incresse,  too. 

3 

living  with  Montana  Power  and  Great  Palls  Gas  Coapany  that 

3 

DR.  NATtJRt  nie  utility  prices  not  expected  to 

4 

has  been  ay  feeling;  that  it  doesn't  take  auch  for  the  rates 

4 

incresse  because  there  is  sufficient  capacity  in  the  arcs  to 

S 

to  go  up.  I  would  expect  housing  costs  to  go  up  as  the 

S 

sccoaodate  ell  the  increases  -• 

c 

deaand  rises^  and  the  consumer  prices  will  probably 

6 

NR.  ERICKSEN:  I  realise  the  capacities  see  in 

7 

increase. 

7 

good  shape.  But  I 'a  talking  about  the  increased  demand.  And 

B 

I  looked  briefly  through  the  eis  statement  and 

e 

aa  deaanda  for  service  increase,  the  prices  generally 

9 

found  nothing  that  addressed  these  rising  costs  on  the  iapact 

9 

increase,  too. 

10 

of  this  on  the  people  with  fixed  incoaes. 

10 

DR.  MATUR:  Hell  once  again,  the  demand  is  not 

11 

Did  it  address  the  problem?  And  if  so,  what  did  it 

11 

expected  to  increase  to  the  extent  that  there  would  be  s 

12 

find? 

12 

price  incresse  required. 

13 

DR.  NATHUR:  Once  again,  the  prices  are  likely 

13 

He  have  probably  7600  additional  people  coming. 

14 

to  increase  for  housing  and  products  and  other  things  due  to 

14 

which  ia  about  10  percent  of  the  Great  Palls  population. 

IS 

the  operations  during  the  operations  phase  if  the  military 

15 

NR.  ERtexSEN:  Yes. 

16 

family  housing  is  not  provided  on  base.  Or  if  the  governaent 

16 

LT.  COL.  HALSH:  In  expanding  on  that 

17 

is  not  providing  housing  through  other  federal  programs. 

17 

particular  answer,  generally  the  tiaa  that  the  utility  prices 

18 

Because  then  we  are  indicating  in  the  CIS  that  the 

IB 

will  go  up  if  there  ia  no  influence  by  outside  help  such  aa 

19 

private  sector  will  not  be  able  to  provide  all  housing  at  the 

19 

an  oil  criaca  is  if  it  would  be  neceaaary  for  the  utility 

20 

price  which  is  affordable  by  most  of  the  ailitary  people. 

20 

ccapanles  to  build  extra  facilities  to  support  needs. 

21 

And  since  many  of  these  people  will  be  at  the  lower  levels 

21 

In  this  particular  case  such  a  construction  will 

22 

they  not  be  able  to  afford  and  there  would  be  shortage  of  low 

22 

not  be  required,  ao  in  fact  you'll  be  operating  existing 

23 

rental  or  of  units  where  --  which  you  can  rent  at  a  lower 

23 

facilities  at  a  more  efficient  rate  and  in  fact  the  companies 

24 

rent. 

SO 

24 

will  be  actually  --  could  probably  lower  their  prices  per 

25 

MR.  ERtCRSEN:  And  the  utilities  and  the 

s 

25 

unit. 

eU 

> 

bi 
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1 

NR.  ERICKSEN:  Thank  you. 

1 

sites  there  are  selected,  you  said  that  s  lot  of  them  would 

2 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Rowan  Ogden. 

2 

have  to  be  widened  and  improve  the  bridges,  the  culverts,  and 

3 

NR.  OGDEN:  Ply  name  is  Rowen  Ooden,  and  I'm 

3 

stuff. 

4 

one  of  the  landowners  of  one  of  these  aissile  bases. 

4 

How  wide  do  these  roeds  have  to  be  over  whet  they 

5 

And  what  I  wondering  on  the  restrictive  easeaent  of 

5 

ere  now?  Do  they  have  to  be  widened  or  just  iaproved? 

6 

around  1200  feet  within  about  300  feet  of  that  aissile  site 

6 

LT.  COL.  HAL5H:  The  answer  to  that  question 

7 

is  our  private  road. 

7 

is  really  a  subject  of  the  negotiation  process  underway 

8 

Mill  that  have  to  be  moved? 

B 

between  the  Air  Force  and  the  Federal  Bighwsy  Adsinistrstion 

9 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  No.  The  road  will  not  have 

9 

and  the  State  Highway  Depsrtaent. 

10 

to  be  aoved.  The  only  thing  that  we  will  be  impacting  will 

10 

Me  have  identified  the  needs  to  specifications  for 

11 

be  expanding  restrictive  easeaent  and  the  silos  would  be 

11 

our  vehicle  and  the  routes  most  interested  in.  The  State  is 

12 

inhabited  homes. 

12 

in  the  process  of  assessing  those  roads  and  they  will  be 

13 

All  farming  activities,  livestock  activities. 

'coming  beck  to  the  Air  Force  in  e  November  time  frame  with 

14 

transportation  will  be  able  to  continue  as  they  are  right 

their  proposal  on  what  would  be  the  appropriate  way  to 

15 

now. 

15 

satisfy  our  needs  and  also  look  sf*.er  the  interests  of  the 

16 

And  as  I  indicated  in  my  presentation,  there  are 

16 

people  of  Montana. 

17 

now  no  inhabited  homes  affected  by  this  particular  action. 

17 

In  certain  toads,  it  may  be  necessary  to  widen  thee 

le 

HR.  OGDEN;  No.  And  my  second  question  was  on 

18 

considerably  over  what  they  are  right  now.  Under  other 

19 

these  roads  getting  to  it  like  the  councy  roads  or  highways 

19 

roads,  particularly  low  use  county  roads,  they  may  be  of 

20 

or  soBcthing,  you  said  they  more  than  likely  would  have  to  be 

20 

sufficient  width  now  if  we  continue  our  activities  auch  as  we 

wl dened. 

21 

move  the  Minutemsn. 

How  wide  would  roads  have  for  the  carriei? 

22 

23 

LT.  COL.  WALSH;  Would  you  repeat  that. 

23 

intersections  to  accomodate  the  turning  radius  of  this 

24 

please . 

90 

24 

particular  vehicle. 

25 

HR.  OGDEN:  On  the  county  roads  qett.ng  to  the 

25 

So  again,  I  can't  give  a  cpecific  arswer-  It's 

94 

> 
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1 

going  to  b*  on  •  road  by  road  basis  and  also  looking  afisr 

1 

question  about  the  — 

2 

the  Interests  of  the  people  that  presently  use  that  road  and 

2 

HR.  HUMPHREY:  My  question  is:  Mow  many 

3 

will  be  subject  to  negotiation  process  between  the  Atr  Force 

3 

accidents  and  how  severe  have  those  accidents  been  in  the  Air 

4 

and  the  State  Highway  Departaent. 

4 

Force's  operational  history  of  the  Hinuteman  missile  program 

5 

HP.  OGDBN.*  Okay.  Thank  you. 

5 

involving  vehicles  carrying  nuclear  warheads  on  our  Montana 

6 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Col.  Jack  Moore. 

6 

roads? 

7 

COL.  MOORE:  Colonel <  1  have  no  specific 

7 

LT.  COL.  NALSH:  Over  the  entire  hietory  of 

8 

questions  at  this  tiae.  Thank  you. 

8 

the  Minuteman  system,  which  extends  now  25  years,  there  have 

9 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir.  Jia  HuaF^rey. 

9 

been  less  than  15  accidents  of  a  vehicle  carrying  a  nuclear 

10 

MR.  HUMPHREY:  My  name  is  Jia  Huaphrey,  Jr. 

10 

warhead. 

11 

I'a  a  faraland  manager. 

11 

Notice  in  none  of  those  instances  did  any  fire  or 

12 

I'd  like  to  start.  Col.  Bristol,  by  asking  a 

12 

explosion  occur. 

13 

question  concerning  the  safety  record  of  the  Minuteaan 

13 

I  should  point  out  to  you  that  this  particular 

14 

aissile  program  with  respect  to  highway  accidents  by  vehicles 

14 

weapon  is  carried  with  the  utmost  safety  to  insure  that 

15 

carrying  nuclear  warheads  in  the  wintertiac. 

15 

nothing  will  happen. 

16 

And  I'a  not  sure  what  the  ailitary  jargon  is,  but  I 

16 

To  give  you  an  idea  of  the  risks  associated  with  a 

17 

believe  an  accident  involving  a  nuclear  warhead  of  this  sort 

17 

nuclear  weapon  breaking  open  there  was  an  incident  that 

IB 

My  be  called  a  broken  arrow. 

16 

occurred  down  at  Titian  11  Base  where  the  missile  actually 

19 

I  am  wondering  about  any  incidents  of  this  type 

19 

exploded  in  the  hole  and  the  re>cntty  vehicle  was  ahot 

20 

where  a  vehicle  carrying  a  nuclear  warhead  has  slipped  off 

20 

through  about  3  or  4  feet  of  concrete.  And  even  after  going 

21 

Che  icy  roads  in  the  winter  or  otherwise  been  involved  in  a 

21 

through  3  or  4  feet  of  concrete  the  casing  did  not  break 

22 

highway  accident  at  any  tiae  of  the  year  under  the  Minuteaan 

22 

open. 

23 

program. 

23 

So  even  though  there  have  been  accidents,  there 

24 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Col.  Malsh? 

00 

have  been  no  risks  of  any  nuclear  explosion  or  fire 

2S 

LT.  COL.  MALSH:  Mhat  particularly  is  your 

mm 

25 

associated  with  those  accidents. 

ee 

> 

Ui 

DOCUMENT  127 

DOCUMENT 

127 

PM3C  55 

PAGE  56 

1 

MR.  HUMPHREY:  Thank  you.  My  second  question 

1 

normally  lew  level  false  elerts  concerning  a  nuclear  attack 

2 

is:  Has  the  United  States  Ait  Force  or  the  United  States 

during  the  period  1979  to  1980.  However  S  nwber  of  these 

3 

governaent  in  any  way  officially  considered  or  even 

3 

low  level  of  these  3,000  alerts  turned  out  to  be  quite 

4 

contcaplstcd  deploying  aorc  then  the  250  Nidgetasn  missiles 

4 

deceiving  and  cane  dangerously  close  to  being  mistaken  for 

5 

mentioned  under  the  option  of  the  aost  aissiles  in  the 

5 

the  start  of  s  nuclear  war. 

6 

Environmental  Impact  Statement? 

6 

My  question  ia:  As  we  look  at  the  future,  is  it 

7 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  In  the  Envi rormiental  Impact 

7 

not  highly  probable  that  future  false  alerts  will 

B 

Ststcaent  we  also  had  the  option  for  the  deployment  of  250 

8 

periodically  result  in  Midgetnan  miasiles  roaring  out  of 

9 

missiles  at  Hslastroa  Air  Force  Bese.  Thet  was  included  in 

9 

their  silos  and  racing  across  our  Montana  countryside? 

10 

the  analysis. 

10 

LT.  COL.  NALSH:  The  full  dcteils  to  enewer 

U 

AS  far  as  the  total  number  of  missiles  to  be 

11 

your  question  I  cannot  provide  teniqht.  And  I  will  make  it 

12 

deployed  as  I  indicated  in  my  presentation,  that  is  entirely 

12. 

for  the  record. 

13 

subject  to  the  threat  and  the  ongoing  arms  negotiations. 

13 

However,  I  can  state  that  the  verification 

14 

NR.  HUMmREY:  Sc  the  answer  is  there  has  been 

processes  prior  to  any  action  being  taken  that  before  theac 

15 

some  official  consideration  of  deploying  more  than  250 

vehicles  would  move  off  the  site.  But  eny  damage  that  would 

16 

Nidgetman  missiles  in  Crest  Falls? 

“ 

be  caused  in  we  should  have  a  false  movement  --  which  would 

17 

LT.  COL.  MALSK:  No.  The  answer  is  we  have 

17 

be  very  unlikely  would  recompensed  by  the  Ait  Force. 

18 

considered  200  and  we  have  considered  250.  They  were  the 

18 

MR.  HUMPHREY:  My  next  question  -- 

alternatives  considered.  They  were  the  only  alternatives 

19 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Sir?  I  am  sorry.  I  Sm  going 

20 

that  were  considered  as  far  as  the  number  of  missiles  to  be 

20 

to  have  to  ask  you  to  sutaiit  the  balance  for  the  record  or 

deployed. 

21 

after  we  have  concluded  the  statements  If  we  have  time 

HR.  HUMPHREY:  Thanks.  My  third  question  is 

available  I'll  come  back  tc  you.  1  note  that  you  are  also 

23 

one  that  concerns  false  nuclear  alerts. 

23 

desiring  to  make  a  statement.  T  just  got  together  about 

24 

According  to  the  Nuclear  AlMnac,  which  is  book 

m 

c* 

24 

seven  more  of  these  and  I've  got  15  minutes  to  do  it. 

compiled  by  faculty  members  of  MIT.  in  1964  there  were  3,703 

*e 

25 

MR.  HUMPHREY:  All  right. 

> 
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1 

COL.  BRISTOLi  Thank  you.  Zarina  Jackeon. 

1 

couple  of  years  in  performing  work  in  Montana  working  for  the 

2 

MS.  JACKSON:  My  first  question  is  why  wasn't 

2 

likes  of  Anaconda  Mining  Company,  for  the  U.S.  Geologic 

3 

a  Montana  firm  chosen  to  coapile  the  EIS  or  the  draft  EIS? 

3 

Survey,  for  the  Enrvironmental  Protection  Agency. 

4 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  In  the  preparation  of  the 

4 

Furthermore,  we  recognized  the  importance  of  the 

5 

EIS*  the  Air  Force  actually  and  the  Air  Force  Regional  Civil 

5 

people  of  Montana  being  intimately  involved  in  the 

6 

Engineering  in  particular  has  many  environmental  assessments 

6 

preparation  of  the  dociaent  and  the  Tetra-Tech  hired 

7 

EISs  underway. 

7 

subcontractors,  a  considerable  number  of  Montana  firms,  to 

8 

Several  years  ago,  we  put  out  a  competitive  bid  for 

8 

assist  in  the  preparation  of  this  dociaent. 

9 

a  contractor  that  would  have  capabilities  to  do  a  competent 

9 

MS.  JACKSON:  The  list  of  preparers  that's  at 

10 

EIS  anywhere  within  the  country.  There  were  many  companies 

10 

the  end  of  the  EIS,  does  that  reflect  Montana  people  as 

11 

that  competed  from  all  over  the  United  States  for  this 

11 

well? 

12 

particular  contract. 

12 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  I  can't  state  that  for  sure. 

13 

We  felt  after  this  competition  was  over  that 

13 

But  let  me  give  you  an  idea  of  the  Montana  companies  that  are 

14 

Tetra-Tech  was  the  most  qualified  to  give  the  Air  Force  the 

14 

working  for  us. 

15 

quality  dociaoent  that  we  were  looking  for. 

15 

He  have  F-iCnow  Science  out  of  Billings;  we  have  the 

16 

MS.  JACKSON:  I  see. 

16 

Historic  Research  Institute  out  of  Missoula;  we  have  the 

17 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Now,  I  know  that  one  of  the 

17 

Montana  Natural  Heritage  Program  out  of  Helena;  we  have  the 

18 

big  concerns  that  people  have  is  how  is  it  that  a  company 

18 

Morr ison-Knutson  Engineers  out  of  Boise;  and  we  have  Western 

19 

that  has  its  headquarters  in  another  state  can  come  in  and 

19 

Technology  Engineering  out  of  Helena. 

20 

tell  the  people  of  Montana  what  their  problems  are  and  what 

20 

MS.  JACKSON:  Thank  you.  My  next  question 

21 

the  solutions  are. 

21 

is:  Can  you  tell  us  how  the  missile  is  intended  to  be 

22 

MS.  JACKSON:  That's  not  my  concern,  by  the 

22 

launched;  perhaps  slowly,  because  I  don't  know  that  I  am 

23 

way. 

23 

particularly  familiar  with  terms. 

24 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Well,  the  answer  is  that 

Ob 

24 

Particularly  I  am  wondering,  can  it  survive  the 

25 

Tetra-Tech  has  had  considerable  experience  over  the  last 

25 

what,  1  to  10,000  warheads  that  would  come  at  it  in  a  first 

> 

u 
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1 

Strike?  And  is  it  assumed  that  the  crew  dies? 

1 

operate  is  upon  notification  and  verification  of  a  Soviet 

2 

I  know  the  cre^  isn't  launching  it,  but  is  it 

2 

attack  on  this  particular  country.  A  notice  from  the 

3 

assumed  that  the  crew  dies?  And  '  ow  long  does  it  take  to 

3 

National  Cemnand  Authority  would  alert  all  the  drivers  to  go 

4 

launch  it? 

4 

to  their  vehicles  and  to  drive  them  to  designated  launch 

5 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  You  are  asking  for  a  rather 

5 

areas. 

6 

lengthy  explanation,  and  I'll  try  to  make  it  as  concise  av 

6 

The  time  that  they  will  be  driving  could  vary  from 

7 

possible. 

7 

a  couple  of  minutes  to  the  entire  25  minute  period,  at  which 

8 

MS.  JACKSON:  Thank  you. 

8 

time  each  vehicle  will  harden. 

9 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  First  of  all.  in  this  program 

9 

Now,  the  Soviets  do  not  know  where  those  vehicles 

10 

the  intent  of  the  Congress  is  to  have  a  system  that  through 

10 

might  be.  They  could  be  anywhere  within  a  8,000  square  mile 

11 

its  mobility  can  insure  its  survivability. 

11 

area. 

12 

In  other  words,  since  it  is  mobile,  the  Soviets  not 

12 

At  which  time  it  hardens  we  —  the  tractors  will  be 

13 

be  able  to  precisely  pinpoint  the  location  of  the  vehicle  and 

13 

disconnected  and  the  drivers  would  leave. 

14 

therefore  not  be  able  to  attack  it  effectively  or 

14 

Now,  one  of  the  concerns  of  many  people  is  that  we 

15 

eff iciently. 

15 

might  launch  before  we  actuall>  were  attacked. 

16 

Because  of  this,  the  Soviets  cannot  be  assured  that 

16 

In  this  particular  case,  we  can  insure  that  we 

17 

they  will  kill  each  vehicle.  Knowing  this,  and  knowing  that 

could  survive  an  attack  and  still  have  --  be  able  to 

18 

there  is  a  high  potential  for  this  vehicle  to  survive  any 

18 

respond.  In  this  particular  case,  having  survived  the 

19 

attack  that  they  might  wish  to  launch,  and  having  survived. 

1, 

attack,  the  president  can  make  a  decision  on  how  he  wishes  to 

20 

that  It  can  inflict  unacceptable  damage  on  the  Soviet  Union, 

20 

respond  to  the  Soviet  attack.  He  is  not  forced  into  making  a 

21 

a  Soviet  leader  would  not  wish  to  attack  in  the  first  (lace. 

21 

decision  in  a  hurried  manner. 

Now,  that  is  the  basic  premise  of  tt>is  paiticular 

22 

Thank  you. 

23 

system;  a  deterrence. 

21 

COL.  BRISTOL:  We're  going  to  have  to  move  on 

24 

Now,  in  achieving  deterrence,  we  have  to 

00 

e>a 

24 

to  the  next  -- 

- 

demonstrate  the  capability.  The  way  the  system  will  actually 

M.5.  JACKSON:  Except  he  just  didn't  answer  is 

> 

u 


E-183 


EV2-1/128  EV2-1/128 


document  127 


PAGE  61 

U  «eBuiB«d  that  the  ciew  dies?  I'm  curious  about  that. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  I  think  what  he  indicated  was 
that  the  crew  departs  the  scene  and  the  vehicle  itself  stays 
and  soneone  £com  another  location  pulls  triggers  if  triggers 
are  going  to  be  pulled. 

Its.  JACKSON:  That'S  after  a  first  strike  by 
the  Soviet  Union  the  crew  leaves  through  radiation  — 

LT.  COL.  NALSH:  The  crew  vehicle  is  protected 
froBi  a  certain  amount  of  radiation  and  blast. 

NS.  JACKSON:  Thank  you. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Mill  Crough. 

NR.  CROUGH:  J'a  a  husband/  father  and 
carpenter  froa  Great  Falls. 

In  my  original  question  back  in  the  scoping 
hearings  back  in  March  I  asked  for  sone  specific  commitment 
from  the  Air  Force  concerning  mitigation  monies  both  for 
public  finance  and  for  schools. 

I  hear  Col.  Walsh  here  now  saying  that  the  Ait 
Force  has  made  the  camnitnent.  but  in  the  draft  CIS  what  you 
see  Is  maybe  some  of  the  mitigation  may  be  carried  through, 
all,  or  none. 

I'd  like  to  ask  Col.  Walsh  --  part  of  my  first 
question  Is  what  Is  the  commitment  of  the  Air  Force  if  all, 
some,  or  none? 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Well,  you  will  note  in  some 
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meetings  I  did  in  my  presentation  identify  the  possibility  of 
the  MX.  That  announcement  was  made  by  the  president  r 
believe  in  February  that  Malmsttcm  was  a  consideration. 

And  so  throughout  my  scoping  process  w«  have  had  a 
look  at  what  the  implications  arc  of  the  cumulative  impacts 
of  MX  and  the  small  ICBH  together. 

If  the  NX  or  Peacekeeper  were  be  stationed  at 
Halffistrom  Air  Force  Base  the  concept  at  this  particular  time 
envisions  four  trains,  each  train  consisting  of  a  minimum  of 
seven  cars,  two  of  which  will  be  carrying  Peacekeeper 
missiles.  They  will  be  actually  stationed  and  garrisoned  on 
Nalmstrom  Air  Force  Base  itself  and  would  leave  Halmstiom  Ait 
Force  only  under  strategic  warning. 

NR.  CROUGH:  80  warheads? 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  No.  40. 

NR.  CROUGH:  Thank  you. 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Sorry,  eight. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  I  think  you  would  say  80 
warheads,  Colonel? 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  It'6  been  a  Jong  time  nnce  I 
have  been  in  engineering  school. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  I  think  80  lE  right.  Pay 

Jergeson? 

MR.  JFRGESON:  Thank  you.  Hy  name  is  Ray 

Jergeson. 
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of  the  mitigations  that  we  offer  for  the  various  impacts 
identified  some  of  them  are  maybe  even  contradictory.  And  so 
it  is  difficult  at  this  time  to  make  a  commitment  for  any  one 
of  them  until  the  appropriate  jurisdiction  decided  which  wish 
to  implement. 

To  give  sene  esamples  repeating  some  things  said  I 
aaid  earlier  does  the  school  district  wish  to  build  new 
schools,  does  it  wish  to  rehab  an  old  school,  does  it  wish  to 
go  to  bussing,  etcetera. 

So  what  we  have  to  do  is,  having  identified  the 
problems  with  the  Els,  now  we  are  in  a  position  to  start 
making  Intelligent  decisions  hand  in  hand  with  the  local 
jurisdiction  for  the  best  way  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  Air 
Force  as  well  as  the  needs  of  local  people. 

And  we  have  made  a  commitment  that  having  made  that 
made  that  decision  that  we  can  work  with  them  to  effect  that 
decision  with  the  --  any  costs  above  and  beyond  normal  costs 
being  borne  by  the  Air  Force. 

HR.  CSOUGH:  Okay.  And  the  second  part  is 
back  in  March  at  the  original  scoping  hearings  there  was  no 
mention  whatsoever  of  an  MX  being  deployed  here. 

And  all  of  a  sudden  we  get  the  DEIS  and  we  are 
talking  about  Hx  deployment. 

How  many  nissiles,  how  many  warheads,  please? 

LT.  COL.  WALSH;  I  believe  at  the  scoping 
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You  recall  the  questions  l  had  at  the  Natch  meeting 
regarding  the  land  use.  And  there  were  two  things  that 
puttied  me  in  your  statement  here. 

One  had  to  deal  with  construction  of  use  of  land 
section  4  during  the  construction  phase  a  total  of  300  acres 
of  land  will  be  disturbed  only  160  acres  taken  permanently 
out  of  agricultural  land  use. 

Then  further  in  the  section  you  talk  about  760 
acres  being  used.  And  it's  on  Page  4-153.  In  the  explosive 
tone  area,  with  the  conclusion  that  this  would  not  be 
considered  an  irreversible  or  irretrievable  commitirent  of 
land. 

So  I  want  to  know,  did  this  include  all  the  acreage 
disturbed?  Did  it  include  the  widening  of  the  roads?  And  at 
the  end  of  the  project  who's  going  to  pick  up  the  cement  and 
steel  and  grav... 

I 

17  •  LT.  COL.  WALSH:  I’ll  ask  Major  Van  Nees  to 

16  !  answer  that  question. 

19  !  MWOp  VAN  NFSS:  Let  answer  for  you  the 

2ft  '  diBCtepency  in  the  acreage.  I  think  ii  comes  from  the  fact 

21  '  that  we  are  referring  in  one  portion  of  the  document  to  the 

22  j  portion  of  land  that  might  be  actually  physically  disturbed. 

23  And  In  addition  to  that  portion  that  we  need  to 

24  (  acquire  Hnaudible)  actually  owned  and  that  would  be  the  land 

25  I  that  we  --  where  we  actually  expand  or  modify  the  launch 
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1 

1 

facility. 

1 

amount  of  traffic  goes  down. 

2 

The  second  reference  Is  to  the  anount  of  acreage  to 

2 

But  in  the  sreas  immediately  outside  of  Great 

3 

which  be  included  in  the  expanded  safety  zones.  The  Air 

3 

Falls*  you  might  see  an  additional  230  to  270  vehicle 

4 

Force  need  not  acquire  a  fee  Interest  for  the  easenent  or 

4 

movements  per  day. 

5 

safety  zones.  We  need  to  slnply  acquire  an  easement. 

5 

Now,  most  of  these  movements  will  be  trucks  and 

6 

And  the  present  landowner  will  be  permitted  to  do 

6 

cars  similar  to  yours*  and  usually  are  required  to  drive  at 

7 

virtually  everything  he  presently  does  within  that  easement. 

7 

speeds  exceeding  no  more  than  55  miles  per  hour. 

0 

That  is*  the  only  restriction  that  we  will  have  is  we  will 

8 

As  indicated  earlier*  there  will  be  movement  once 

9 

prevent  the  construction  of  an  inhabited  building:  a  home 

9 

per  year  at  this  particular  time  it's  been  estixmted  of  the 

10 

within  that  expanded  easement. 

10 

Bard  Nobile  Launcher  back  to  the  main  operating  base  for 

11 

Beyond  that>  the  landowner  will  be  permitted  to 

11 

major  maintenance.  So  therefore  you  could  expect  about  400 

12 

ranch*  farm*  whatever  else  he  is  presently  doing  at  time. 

12 

movements  per  year;  again,  not  in  one  concentrated  area,  but 

13 

So  1  think  that's  where  that  discrepancy  comes. 

13 

spread  throughout  the  entire  area. 

14 

MR.  JERGESON:  Thank  you.  My  second  question 

14 

But  as  they  come  in  or  funnel  in  you  can  expect  the 

15 

has  to  do  with  visual  impact  on  resources. 

15 

major  impacts  to  be  on  the  roads  immediately  east  of  the 

1 

16 

Did  I  miss  something*  or  is  there  no  consideration 

16 

Great  Falls  and  of  course  immediately  north  on  1-15. 

17 

here  for  visual  Impact  of  one  of  these  mobile  vehicles  coming 

17 

We  identified  in  the  EIS  some  lowering  of  the  level 

1 

18 

down  a  county  road  at  me? 

IB 

of  service  sssocisted  with  this  increased  traffic.  Now*  when 

19 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  In  our  analysis  of 

19 

we  talk  the  level  of  service  that  encompasses  a  lot  of  things 

20 

transportation  we  identified  additional  traffic  on  the 

20 

including  safety*  driver  cemfort*  maneuverability*  speed* 

21 

various  road  segments.  And  I  think  the  areas  that  were  most 

21 

etcetera. 

22 

impacted  were  of  course  the  area  just  east  of  Great  Palls  on 

And  it  is  out  opinion  that  the  level  of  service 

23 

U.S.  87/89  and  of  course  on  the  Interstate  IS. 

23  ; 

would  drop  from  an  A  which  it  is  presently  to  a  B*  which  is 

24 

As  you  go  farther  out  in  the  missile  field  and  the 

00 

24 

presently  about  —  which  means  that  there  will  be  some 

00 

25 

passages  of  cars  would  be  taking  off  to  various  silos  the 

25 

slow-down  of  the  traffic.  Plus  you  will  have  those  isolated 

- 

> 

ce 

> 

u 
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1 

cases  of  queuing  behind  the  vehicles. 

1 

survive  and  inflict  unacceptable  damage  on  the  Soviet  Union,  | 

2 

I  Now*  that's  the  problem  that  we  have  presented  to 

2 

we  trust  that  the  Soviets  would  never  attack  in  the  first 

3 

the  State.  Now*  the  State  needs  to  come  back  to  us  with  how 

3 

place. 

4 

they  wish  to  accomodate  on  these  --  well*  first  of  all  for 

4 

HP.  JEPGESON:  Thank  you. 

5 

transport  and  also  to  continue  looking  after  the  safety  of 

5 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Jim  Eagen.  And  I'm  going  to 

6 

1  people  of  Montana  who  likewise  are  using  those  roads. 

6 

read —  I  have  three  others  I'm  going  to  read  the  names  off  so 

7 

They  may  there  is  various  options  the  State  may 

7 

you  can  position  yourselves  closer  to  the  microphone. 

8 

wish  to  exercise*  including  widening  the  road*  having 

8 

Marie  Schceiber  will  be  next*  then  Wilbur  Johnson 

9 

layovers  for  the  big  vehicles  to  pull  over  when  there's  a 

9 

and  Rowen  Ogden. 

10 

large  queu  behind,  maybe  even  putting  in  an  extra  lane. 

10 

And  then  we'll  go  into  statements.  I'll  allow  one 

1 

11 

The  option  is  up  to  the  State  and  then  we  will  go 

11 

'  question  each  and  the  balance  can  be  addressed  during  the 

12 

and  negotiate  with  then  as  to  the  appropriate  response. 

12 

portion  of  time  for  the  statements. 

13 

Kp.  CPOUGH:  Thank  you.  And  my  final  question 

13 

Go  ahead,  sir. 

14 

is  has  Tetra-Tech,  the  company  that  prepared  this  document* 

14 

MR.  EAGEN;  Jim  Eagen.  My  question  is:  Has 

15 

been  asked  to  prepare  a  similar  statement;  that  is  an 

”  1 

1  the  Air  Force  allowed  or  the  government  allowed  for  a 

16 

Environmental  Impact  Statement  in  the  case  of  a  launch  of  one 

16  ! 

1 

mid-term  cancellation  of  this  project  that  we  saw  in  1972 

i 

17 

or  all  of  these  weapons? 

i 

1 

where  the  ICBMs  were  cancelled  with  many  millions  of  dollars 

16 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  In  this  particular  case*  the 

10  1 

worth  of  concrete,  metal  buildings,  iron  left  abandoned  in 

19 

Congress  has  directed  the  Air  Force  in  very  unambiguous 

19  1 

1  the  fields,  along  with  a  lot  of  peoples'  energy*  time,  and 

20 

language  to  prepare  an  EIS  that  considers  the  deployment  and 

20  1 

money  spent  looking  forward  to  seven  or  eight  years  of 

21 

peacetime  operation  of  the  system. 

21  1 

1 

prosperity  and  all  of  a  sudden  it's  done?  What  would  the  Air 

22 

It  should  be  noted  that  the  prime  purpose  of  this 

22  1 

Force  do  in  that  event?  i 

i 

i 

23 

particular  system  is  to  assure  deterrents  to  be  survivable 

23 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  As  far  as  the  EIS  is 

24 

through  any  Soviet  attack. 

24 

concerned  right  now,  we  are  having  to  look  at  what  the 

1  °° 

!  4'^ 

25 

However,  by  demonstrating  that  capability  to  | 

•«*... 

25 

i  current  direction  of  both  the  Congress  and  executive  branch  ; 

1 

> 

> 

u 
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1 

of  government  is;  that  Is  to  deploy  the  200  or  2S0  miBSlles 

1 

yes.  they  are  eligible  when  they  fulfill  with  the 

2 

at  Nalmstrom  Air  Force  Base. 

2 

requirements.  However,  they  do  not  have  any  precedence  in 

3 

However/  as  you  note  or  should  note,  the  Congress 

3 

getting  on  the  waiting  list. 

4 

each  year  has  the  opportunity  to  review  the  program  and 

4 

However,  as  I  noted  in  my  presentation,  if  we  got 

S 

through  the  Appropriation  Authorisation  Act.  may  change  the 

S 

to  that  situation,  we  would  be  looking  for  other  federal 

6 

action  that  we  ate  undertaking.  And  of  course  we  have  no 

6 

programs  such  as  801-802  to  take  cate  of  the  military  needs 

7 

Control  over  that. 

7 

rather  than  imposing  a  further  burden  on  the  Section  8 

a 

But  should  at  such  time  later  the  Congress  elect  to 

8 

nouaing  in  the  local  area. 

9 

go  some  other  route,  then  the  Air  Force  will  have  to  make  an 

9 

MS.  SCHREIBER:  Then  the  other  one.  because  it 

10 

assessment  at  that  time/  and  we  may  be  required  to  provide 

10 

does  have  to  do  with  the  —  what  you  said  in  the  beginning 

u 

another  Envitorunental  Impact  Statement  to  identify  the 

U 

about  the  Air  Force  would  cover  the  housing  overflow  that  the 

12 

consequences  associated  with  that  action. 

12 

community  wouldn't  be  able  to  handle. 

n 

And  in  accomplishing  that  EIS.  to  identify 

13 

The  Air  Force  would  cover  that?  la  that  what  you 

14 

mitigative  measures  to  reduce  the  impacts  upon  the  local 

14 

said? 

15 

cenmunity  because  of  that  action. 

15 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  That  is  the  Air  F>.rce 

16 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Marie  Schreiber. 

16 

policy.  We  look  to  see  what  the  local  community  can 

17 

MS.  SCHREIBER:  Yes.  Gentlemen/  I  have  two 

17 

prov Ide . 

18 

questions.  The  first  one  is  a  yes  or  no.  and  the  second  is  a 

18 

Now,  at  the  present  time  we  looked  at  the  impact  of 

19 

follow-up  if  you  will  allow  me. 

19 

the  area  the  refueling  wing  coming  to  Malmstrom  would  be  and 

20 

COL.  BRISTOL;  Go  ahead. 

20 

in  this  particular  case  there  is  .  .re  than  adequate  housing 

21 

MS.  SCHREIBER:  Would  mi 1 ita ry  personnel  be 

21 

available  to  satisfy  the  needs  of  700  people  associated  with 

22 

eligible  for  HUD  subsidized  programs  such  as  scattered  site 

22 

that  particular  systn. 

23 

like  Section  8  eilsting  of  Section  8  Hod  Rehab  or  public 

23 

However,  when  you  superimpose  upon  that  t.ie  7,600 

24 

housing  such  as  Parkdale? 

00 

ea 

24 

to  8,000  that  would  be  coming  in  for  the  small  ICBM  program, 

OD 

rg 

25 

LT.  COL,  WALSH:  The  answer  to  the  question  U 

25 

that  is  well  beyond  the  available  housing  or  that  imposes  — 

'V. 

> 
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1 

the  private  sector  not  be  able  to  re  pond  to  the  requi-ements 

. 

citizens  who  will  have  ‘hree  minutes.  Statements  can  also  be  | 

2 

imposed  by  that  immigration. 

2 

submitted  for  the  record,  or  if  you  have  a  written  statement,  | 

3 

Accordingly,  the  Air  Fore*  would  eithe'  have  to 

it's  your  option  to  either  just  submit  it  for  the  record  or  | 

4 

provide  military  family  housing  units  '‘'''<'■•.4  ucted  adjacent  to 

4 

read  a  portion  of  it  and  submit  the  balance  for  the  record.  1 

5 

the  base  or  provide  housing  througii  the  various  other  public 

And  first  of  sH.  it  is  my  pleasure  to  call  upon 

6 

laws  such  as  section  801  or  802  type  housing. 

the  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Great  Falls,  the  Honorable  Roger  L.  | 

7 

PIS.  SOiREIBER:  My  second  question,  hasn't  the 

7 

Anderson.  Mayor  Anderson? 

8 

government  cut  or  the  congress  cut  subsidies  for  or 

8 

MAYOR  ANDERSON:  Thank  you  very  much.  Goou 

apF .opr iat ions  for  military  housing?  Wouldn'e  those  cuts 

9 

vvening.  Col.  Walsh.  It's  a  pleasure  to  be  here  this  evening 

10 

have  an  effect  on  r^Ji/ 

10 

on  behalf  of  the  the  City  of  Great  Falls  and  on  behalf  of  the 

11 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  In  the  recent  yeai:-.  the 

11 

Great  Falls  City  Commission.  1 

1  1 

12 

r''ngress  has  shown  a  preference  to  go  to  801  and  80?  housing 

12 

I  am  pleased  to  tell  you  as  I  did  during  the 

1  3 

in  lieu  of  military  family  housing.  Yes,  that  is  correct. 

13 

scoping  hearings  that  the  City  Commission  of  the  City  of 

14 

But  they  have  provided  the  housing  for  the  military 

14 

Great  Falls  is  totally  in  support  of  ‘.he  Midgetman  missile 

15 

through  one  federal  program  or  another.  Their  preference 

IS 

pcuqr am . 

16 

right  now  seems  to  be  801-802. 

16 

We  were  very  pleased  that  this  le  a  very  important  | 

1  7 

MS.  SCHREIBER;  Thank  you. 

17 

part  of  your  strategic  defenses  for  out  countty  and  is  the  j 

18 

COL.  BRISTOL:  1  misspoke  earlier.  The  other 

18 

number  one  priority.  We  also  are  very  pleased  that  it  will  i 

1 

19 

two  gentlemen  whose  names  I  mentif.ned  had  already  3:;ked  ilie 

19 

have  such  a  great  economic  imf>act  on  the  City  of  Great  Fallr.  ^ 

20 

questions  and  1  just  had  gotten  t<j  the  bet  f  orr  of  the  pile. 

20 

supplying  tnose  3100  jobs  and  over  B.OCO  new  people  to  the 

1 

So  nuw  we’re  going  to  transfer  to  the  comments  or 

21 

City  of  Great  Falls  and  over  Si  billion  in  constiuction  and 

22 

statement  portion  of  the  heating.  Gonna  start  out  with 

economic  impact  to  niij  community.  This  is  just  one  o'  the 

23 

public  officials  and  then  designated  r  ept  ei.entat  ives  of 

things  that  If  eircitinq  about  this  program. 

24 

private  organizations,  eaef.  of  which  wiJI  have  five  mjnt/tep 

00 

ra 

24 

The  second  eicitir.g  thing  is  the  ripple  effect  that 

00 

ca 

to  make  a  statement,  and  then  we’l]  follow  with  private 

> 

U 

Ihir  pioqtam  will  have  for  the  fity  of  Great  Falls  >f  private 

7 

ca 
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1  entecpriee  moving  into  this  part  of  the  country,  moving  into 

1 

participation  and  presence  tonight. 

2 

Great  Falls  and  providing  more  jobs. 

2 

Next  I  have  Jerry  Neast.  who  is  the  Superintertdent 

3 

So  we  were  very  pleased  that  President  Reagan  has 

3 

of  Public  Schools  of  Great  Palls. 

4 

chosen  Malmstcom  Air  Force  Base  for  the  initial  deployment  of 

4 

Nr.  Neast? 

5 

the  Kidgetman  missile  and  we're  very  pleased  to  have 

S 

NR.  NEAST:  Thank  you.  Col.  Bristol.  I  too 

6 

Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base  within  out  community  providing 

€ 

will  be  brief. 

7 

defenses  for  our  country. 

7 

I  want  to  thank  you  Col.  Nalsh  and  Tetra-Tech  for 

6 

Thann  you  very  much. 

8 

their  cooperative  efforts  with  the  school  system  over  the 

9 

LT.  COL.  NALSH:  Thank  you.  Sir. 

9 

last  several  months  to  help  work  out  the  mitigations  for  the 

10 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Next  I  have  Mr.  Ralph  Drieac. 

10 

possible  impact. 

11 

who  is  the  ateinistrative  assistant  to  Governor  Schwinden. 

11 

I  appreciata  their  frankness,  their  honesty,  their 

12 

Mr.  Delear? 

12 

integrity  in  dealing  with  a  negative  impact  on  the  school 

13 

NR.  DRIEARt  Thank  you.  Col.  Bristol  and 

13 

system,  as  well  as  a  positive  impact  on  the  community. 

14 

representatives  of  the  Air  Force  ballistic  office. 

14 

Over  the  long  term,  it  is  the  school  district's 

IS 

For  the  record  my  name  is  Ralph  Oriear  and  i  am  an 

IS 

opinion  that  we  can  deal  with  the  negative  impact  as 

16 

ackiinistratlve  assistant  on  the  Governor's  staff. 

16 

presented  with  the  help  of  the  O.S.  Government  and  Air  Force 

17 

I  do  have  a  prepared  statement  to  read  on  the 

17 

in  mitigating  those  clrcuastances. 

18 

Governer's  behalf.  1  see  we  are  running  late  this  evening 

18 

It  will  be  a  pleasure  to  once  again  have  more 

Id 

and  I  think  it  would  be  my  preference  at  this  point  since 

19 

children  to  open  schools  rather  than  to  close  them,  to 

20 

it's  very  important  that  all  of  the  public  have  a  chance  to 

20 

present  job  security  for  our  teachers,  and  stability  for  our 

21 

have  their  say  that  are  here  this  evening  that  I  donate  the 

21 

community. 

22 

Governor's  five  minutes  of  testimony  to  the  general  public 

22 

Therefore,  we  are  willing  to  work  in  a  cooperative 

23 

that  is  here. 

23 

effort  with  all  parties  to  make  this  a  successful  mission  for 

24 

Thank  you. 

00 

24 

our  country  and  community. 

25 

^L.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Nr.  Oriear.  for  your 

2S 

Thank  you. 
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1 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  sir. 

1 

and  make  just  compensation  in  their  operation  of  our  school 

2 

Next  1  think  is  Art  Oickhoff  from  the  Great  Falls 

2 

expansion  of  utilities  and  these  types  of  things  where 

3 

Chamber  of  Conmecce. 

3 

necessary. 

4 

NR.  OICKHOFF:  I'm  Art  Oickhoff  with  the  Great 

4 

Thank  you. 

5 

Falls  Area  Chamber  of  Conmerce  and  also  executive  vice 

S 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  sit.  Paul 

6 

president  of  Great  Falls  Federal  Savings  and  Loan. 

6 

Stepbens. 

7 

I  would  like  to  speak  on  behalf  in  support  of  the 

7 

NR.  STEPHENS:  I’m  Paul  Stephens.  That's 

e 

small  IC^N.  It  is  endorsed  by  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  and 

8 

STEPHENS. 

9 

also  like  to  speak  on  behalf  of  housing. 

9 

I'm  a  fourth  generation  Hontanan  and  my  family  has 

10 

Being  employed  by  a  financial  institution  and  being 

10 

lived  here  since  1883. 

11 

involved  in  the  financing  of  housing  through  installation  of 

11 

Our  president  claims  to  want  to  earn  a  place  in 

12 

missiles  in  the  past  as  well  as  ui^dates  of  those  missiles  in 

12 

history  by  successfully  negotiating  real  limitations  on 

13 

the  Great  Falls  community  was  able  to  provide  housing  along 

13 

nuclear  arms.  If  he  does  so.  those  following  in  the  next 

14 

with  the  Air  Force  expanding  their  housing  and  this  was  done 

14 

administration  will  find  themselves  scaling  back  and 

IS 

in  the  private  sector  by  financing  both  the  military  and 

IS 

dism'*ntllng  the  build-up  proposed  here.  This  suggests 

16 

civilian  personnel  who  were  workers.  I  feel  this  community 

16 

another  "boom  and  bust*  cycle,  or  an  experience  like  Conrad's 

17 

can  respond  to  housing  needs  and  there  probably  would  be  some 

17 

with  the  antimissile  missile. 

U 

need  for  the  Air  Force  to  do  some  for  some  of  the  lower  paid 

18 

Dr.  Paul  F.  Nalker.  co-dlrector  of  the  Institute 

19 

military  people. 

19 

For  Peace  and  International  Security  in  Cambridge. 

20 

As  far  as  safety,  I  would  also  like  to  comment  and 

20 

Hassachusetts,  who  spoke  here  recently  informed  us  that 

21 

1  feel  that  in  looking  at  the  25  years  history  that  I  know  of 

21 

Malmstrom  and  indeed  all  land-based  ICBHs  are  no  longer  a 

22 

no  incident  that  endangered  life  because  of  any  incidents  of 

22 

vital  part  of  our  strategic  posture.  Ne'd  be  better  off 

23 

the  missiles  we  now  have  in  our  area. 

23 

without  them.  All  are  vulnerable  to  a  first  strike,  and  this 

24 

I  support  it.  I  do  feci  that  the  Atr  Force  does 

00 

24 

in  turn  limits  their  function  and  strategic  value  to  that  of 

25 

need  to  keep  in  mind  to  support  the  community  in  all  aspects 

ce 

2S 

a  first  strike  weapon,  samething  which  both  sides  claim  they 

•v. 
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1 

Arc  you  as  confident  of  the  soviet  aissiles  end  their 

2 

deterrent  not  •  neans  of  retaliation.  The  pinpoint  accuracy 

2 

eystca?  Mhat  if  one  of  those  4  or  5,000  Soviet  missiles  goes 

3 

of  the  Hld^etnan  and  Its  use  of  penetration  aids  also 

3 

off?  He  don't  even  need  a  war  to  be  totally  annihilated 

4 

characterises  It  as  a  first  strike  weapon,  soaethin9  which 

4 

here. 

5 

should  be  abhorrent  to  all  Hontanans. 

5 

He  would  become  a  sponge  for  Soviete  missilea  end  a 

6 

$50  billion  which  this  pcogtan  Is  expected  to  cost 

6 

war  would  devastate  this  state  beyond  eny  recovery. 

7 

could  be  used  much  mote  effectively  elsewhere,  even  for 

7 

The  only  people  that  really  seem  to  be  in  favrr  of 

8 

defense  purposes.  Our  national  economy  is  In  bad  shape,  and 

8 

this  are  econonic  spokespeople,  8oe«  of  whom  we  have  already 

9 

•ore  nisslles  will  not  correct  the  problem. 

9 

heard. 

iO 

Why  do  we  have  it,  then?  Prom  what  I  can  tell  it's 

10 

Professor  Tom  Power  of  the  economics  departsent  of 

11 

a  political  deal  or  some  sort  of  pay-off.  The  Air  Force 

11 

the  University  of  Montana  at  Missoula  has  addressed  this 

12 

wants  Kore  HXs,  ‘Nidgetsan*  sounds  safer,  less  threatening. 

12 

econonic  issue  very  well  in  a  public  radio  coamentaty  of  June 

13 

The  Scoweroft  Coakvlssion  report  compronises,  giving  us  some 

13 

29,  1987.  I'd  like  to  quote  a  few  things  froa  that. 

14 

HX  missiles  and  and  some  Mldgetmen.  If  rationality  wins,  the 

14 

Concerning  the  "boon  bust*  cycle.  Professor  Power 

15 

Midgetman  will  be  defeated,  yet  the  proposal  is  for  Montana 

15 

says,,  "He  may  gear  up  for  the  missiles,  and  either  not  have 

16 

to  have  200  or  250  of  these,  plus  whatever  HX  missiles  on 

16 

then  appear  or  have  then  eliminated  after  they  are  deployed. 

17 

railroad  cars  are  deployed. 

17 

This  will  put  Great  Palls  in  a  strange  soral  and  political 

18 

The  growth  possibilities  here  amount  to  turning 

18 

position.  Its  residents  and  politicians  will  find  thenselves 

19 

Montana  into  a  nuclear  sponge.  At  present.  Dr.  walker 

19 

connitted  to  the  arns  race,  and  fearful  of  any  serious  arms 

20 

estiaates  that  200  Minutenen  are  targeted  by  400  soviet 

20 

reduction  proposals.  The  militarization  of  the  Great  Falls 

21 

missiles.  That  is  to  say  we  are  the  targets  for  400  Soviet 

21 

econoeiy  will  be  nearly  complete. 

22 

missiles. 

22 

Between  1970  and  1985  we  lost  2,000  people  feen  out 

23 

However,  200  Midgetaen  would  require  4  to  5,000 

23 

population.  Our  econceiic  base  also  declined  as  the  military 

24 

Soviet  missiles  targeted  on  us.  Now  you  might  think  that  out 

00 

€*» 

24 

role  stabilized  primarily  metals  was  discontinued,  and 

25 

missiles  here  are  failsafe  and  we  can't  have  any  accidents. 

25 

agricultural  withered.  Yet  real  per  capita  incone  rose 

be 
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1 

almost  almost  a  quarter.  w«  did  almost  as  well  as  the  rest 

we  feel  that  the  missiles  that  are  in  Montana  that  have  been  | 

2 

of  the  state.  There  is  nothing  seriously  wrong  with  the 

2 

here  for  2$  years  have  proven  there  worth  by  the  fact  that  we 

3 

Great  Falls  economy  that  needs  fixing.  There  certainly  is 

3 

cemaln  a  free  nation  end  have  the  ability  and  the  opportunity 

4 

nothing  so  wrong  that  it  is  worth  keeping  the  arms  race  going 

4 

to  express  our  diverse  interests,  as  we  are  this  evening. 

5 

for  a  little  local  economic  stimulation. 

5 

He  have  enjoyed  an  excellent  relationship  with  our  j 

6 

The  spokespersons  for  the  Great  Falls  business 

6 

neighbors  at  Nalmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  They  not  only  provide 

7 

community  will  not  not  see  it  this  way,  of  course.  To  them. 

7 

our  Security  on  a  national  basis,  but  they  provide  many  good 

8 

any  growth  is  good  and  stability  is  always  bad.  Hopefully 

8 

turns  for  members  of  this  community,  whether  it  be  helping 

9 

others  within  the  Great  Falls  conmunlty  will  be  a  little  bit 

9 

with  the  Hapril  Clean-Dp,  whether  it  be  with  the  Detachment  5 

10 

more  critical  and  will  not  welcome  these  tnissiles  as  an 

10 

Helicopter  squadron  that  we  constantly  read  about  helping  our 

11 

economic  blessing  when  in  fact  they  are  pert  of  a  much  larger 

11 

friends  and  neighbors  that  are  in  distress,  and  many  other 

12 

curse  that  weighs  down  the  entire  national  economy  and 

12 

things  too  numerous  to  mention  this  evening. 

13 

threatens  ours  and  our  childrens'  future." 

13 

I  recognize  that  because  I  am  a  businessman  that 

14 

Thank  you. 

14 

perhaps  1  have  an  economic  interest  in  not  only  our  community 

15 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Stephens. 

15 

but  the  state  of  Montana. 

16 

Tim  Ryan.  Next  up  after  Mr.  Ryan  will  be  William 

le 

1  am  a  father  of  three  children  and  I  would  prefer 

17 

Nilkerson.  He  might  want  to  be  making  his  way  close  to  the 

17 

to  have  those  children  be  able  to  make  a  living  and  continue 

18 

microphone. 

16 

to  live  in  Montana  and  in  this  free  country.  And  I  believe 

19 

MR.  RYAN:  Good  evening.  My  name  is  Tim 

that  ir  order  to  do  that,  we  must  show  a  positive  will,  do 

20 

Ryan.  I'm  the  chairman  of  the  Committe  of  the  'SOs,  a 

20 

what  is  necessary  to  protect  our  freedom  and  protect  our 

21 

committee  which  stands  for  the  premise  that  we  believe  in  a 

21 

abilities  to  remain  a  free  and  strong  nation. 

22 

strong  national  defense. 

27 

And  I  am  pleased  that  Great  Falls  has  been  selected 

23 

And  t  think  I  speak  for  all  of  the  members  of  the 

23 

as  the  initial  operating  base  for  the  Midgetman.  And  we  look 

24 

committee  when  I  say  that  we  believe  a  strong  national 

24 

forward  to  its  deployment  here. 

25 

defense  shows  its  effectiveness  by  not  having  been  used.  And 

25 

Thank  you. 

C4 
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to  boredom  in  many  cases  because  of  the  nature  of  the  duty  of 

1 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  Nr.  Ryan. 

2 

staring  at  boards  and  being  a  button  pusher. 

2 

Dr.  Wilkeraon? 

3 

Certainly  when  you  compound  this  with  submarine 

3 

HR.  CROUCH:  Thank  you.  Col.  Bristol,  I  an 

4 

cruises  that  will  last  soaietlmes  two  to  three  months 

4 

Or.  Williaa  Wilkarson,  an  eiDcr9ency  room  physician.  I'n  on 

5 

alternating  shifts  that  destroy  rhythms  of  sleep  and  natural 

5 

the  staff  here  at  Columbus  Hospital  in  the  emergency 

6 

energy  and  with  an  emergency  situation  where  there  may  be 

6 

departaent.  I'm  also  a  aeaber  and  speaking  tonight  for 

7 

lack  of  sleep  and  prolonged  work,  serious  miscalculations  and 

7 

Physicians  For  Social  Responsibility. 

8 

errors  can  occur. 

6 

I  might  mention  I'm  a  former  military  pilot  and  a 

9 

It  seems  the  military  was  not  concerned  with  drug 

9 

Viet  Naa  conbat  veteran. 

10 

use  until  around  1970  as  it  pertains  to  nuclear  weapons 

10 

First  of  all  what  I  would  like  to  speak 

11 

personnel  until  the  phenomenon  became  more  widespread. 

11 

specifically  to  the  ERA  is  Sources  of  Huaan  Instability  in 

12 

In  1980  a  Department  of  Defense  study  was  conducted 

12 

handling  nuclear  weapons  and  specifically  how  that  relates  to 

13 

where  15,000  random  military  personnel  were  screened  in  a 

13 

the  PRP. 

14 

confidential  manner  and  it  showed  that  27  percent  of  all 

14 

I  think  we  would  all  agree  that  no  rational  leader 

15 

military  personnel  used  drugs  within  the  last  30  days.  These 

15 

of  the  United  States  or  the  Soviet  Union  would  intentionally 

16 

are  illicit  drugs.  19  percent  had  smoked  marijuana  at  least 

16 

use  nuclear  weapons.  Me're  all  aware  of  effects 

17 

once  per  week.  Actual  statistics  are  that  in  the  Savy, 

17 

enviromnentally  and  personally,  and  I  think  that  much  more 

likely  an  accidental  or  unintentional  use,  either  based  on  a 

18 

particularly  the  Marine  Corps,  37  percent  use  Illicit  drugs; 

18 

19 

26  percent  were  high  during  active  duty. 

19 

miscalculation,  a  misunderstanding,  or  a  misperception  is  the 

20 

I  will  point  that  the  Air  Force  has  the  lowest 

20 

most  probable  scenario  for  a  nuclear  war. 

21 

rate.  And  that's  fortunate,  since  they  account  for  90 

21 

Human  errors  account  for  the  majority  of  failures 

22 

percent  of  nuclear  weapona.  They  were  only  14  percent. 

22 

in  major  weapon  and  space  vehicles  systems.  Now,  nuclear 

23 

Now,  another  survey  was  conducted  in  the  O.S 

23 

weapon  duty  as  you  gentlemen  know  better  than  I  is  very 

24 

military  in  Europe,  which  showed  that  24  percent  of  Army 

24 

conducive  to  behavioral  disorders  probably  due  to  extreme 

25 

individuals  were  using  marijuana  while  on  duty,  while  a 

25 

isolation,  due  to  the  sensitive  nature  of  these  weapons,  due 

e>4 
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1 

U.S.S.  Forestall  survey  showed  that  over  60  percent  of  Navy 

1 

than  in  other  ships.  I  probably  should  say  boats  or  nuclear 

2 

personnel  were  high  while  on  duty. 

2 

submarines. 

3 

27  percent  of  those  use  amphetamines  on  a  regular 

3 

The  PRP,  which  is  the  Personnel  Reliability  Program 

4 

basis  due  to  their  schedules  and  lack  of  adequate  sleep 

4 

and  is  cited  in  the  EIS  as  the  aefeguatd  against  theae 

5 

programs. 

5 

problems  now  has  over  approximetely  12u,'"'''  individuals 

6 

I  think  that  most  of  us  who  were  in  the  military 

6 

have  access  to  U.S.  nuclear  weapons  right  now.  These 

7 

are  aware  of  alcohol  problem.  7  percent  of  all  military 

7 

individuals  are  screened  for  being  unstable  individuals,  to 

8 

individuals  are  shown  to  be  dependent  on  alcohol,  the 

8 

insure  that  weapons  are  not  subject  to  loss,  theft,  sabotage 

9 

majority  being  the  senior  officers,  27  percent  were  work 

9 

or  unauthorised  use,  unauthorised  destruction,  accidental 

10 

Impaired. 

10 

damage  or  jetsam. 

11 

How  significant  is  this  for  the  I'm  going  to 

11 

Now,  only  these  personnel  who  demonstrated 

12 

have  to  skip  ahead  to  keep  my  time  down  but  how 

12 

unswerving  loyalty  end  trustworthiness  and  discretion  of  the 

13 

significant  is  this  for  the  —  as  far  as  nuclear  weapons  are 

13 

highest  order  shall  be  employed  in  nuclear  weapons  PRP 

14 

concerned? 

14 

positions,  quote  from  the  Department  of  Defense  1981. 

15 

Well,  in  —  for  nuclear  forces  in  1982  four 

15 

These  individuals  include  those  reeponsibl«  tor 

16 

marijuana  dealers  were  discovered  on  a  German  --  in  Germany 

16 

deltvsry  units,  pilots  and  crews,  personnel  thst  have  access 

17 

on  a  U.5.  Army  nuclear  battalion.  Two  of  these  were  a 

17 

to  technical  knowledge,  guards,  storage  and  supply  and  silo 

18 

husband  and  wife  team,  and  they  implicated  an  additional  125 

18 

pe  rsonnel . 

19 

users  within  this  missile  battalion.  23  were  in  the  PRP. 

19 

To  qualify  you  must  first  of  all  have  a 

20 

However  they  were  not  dismissed  due  to  lack  of  hard 

20 

demonstrate  physical  competence,  mental  alertness  and 

21 

evidence. 

21 

technical  proficiency.  You  must  have  evidence  of 

22 

The  psychological  problems  associated  with  nuclear 

22 

dependability  in  accepting  responsibilities  of  duties. 

23 

missile  use  is  probably  no  more  significant  except  in  the 

23 

flexibility  in  adjusting  to  changes,  and  good  social. 

24 

case  of  nuclear  submarines,  which  is  two  times  greater  it's 

00 

C4 

24 

emotional  and  sound  judgment  in  adverse  and  emergency 

25 

noted  that  neuropsychiatric  disorders  ace  two  times  greater 

• 

25 

situations.  And  you  must  have  s  positive  attitude  toward 

> 

u 

E-189 


EV2-1/128  EV2-1/128 


DOCUMENT  127 

DOCUMENT  127 

PAGE  85 

RACE  M 

1 

nuclMt  w««pon  duty. 

1 

we'll  be  telklng  about  three  minutes  per. 

2 

OIL.  BRISTOti  Or.  Nilktruon? 

2 

Go  ahead,  please. 

DR.  NILRERSONi  Yta? 

3 

NtS.  wiLEBRSOHi  I  am  the  Montana 

4 

COL.  BRlSTOLi  I'n  soity  to  intorcupt.  Could 

4 

representative  to  the  Netlonel  Governing  Body  of  Physicians 

5 

1  aok  you  to  )ust  sort  of  swMclte  quickly  the  »sin  point 

5 

For  Social  Responsibility  end  am  speaking  in  that  capacity. 

6 

that  you  wish  to  naka  and  then  you  can  qlve  me  at  the  close 

6 

Phyeiciens  for  Social  Responeibility  is  a  national 

7 

of  the  hearing  the  statement  itself  and  I  will  sec  in  its 

7 

organisation  of  physicians  working  to  educate  the  public  and 

8 

entirety  it's  included  in  the  record. 

• 

the  health  professions  regarding  the  effects  of  nuclear 

9 

DR.  MILXBRSON:  Yes.  Sir.  Ny  stamary  is  that 

9 

weapons.  And  we  have  no  vested  economic  interest  in  seeing 

10 

the  first  of  allr  there's  a  lot  of  weaknesses  In  the  PRP 

10 

either  that  there  is  or  is  not  another  weapon  system  but  ere 

n 

and  that  Individuals  don't  even  have  to  have  a  physical  eiam. 

11 

only  interested  in  the  preaervetion  of  human  life  end  the 

12 

They  can  qualify  by  a  review  of  the  records«  there's  no 

12 

prevention  of  husan  suffering. 

13 

psychological  impairment. 

13 

I  would  just  like  to  carry  forth  with  the  points 

14 

I  think  my  closing  statcsienc  would  be  an  individual 

14 

that  were  aterted  by  the  other  PSR  spokesperson,  snd  that  is 

15 

who  was  an  excellent  example  of  a  PRP  failure  John  walker. 

15 

the  threat  of  accidental  nuclear  exchange.  Sven  if  no 

16 

Jr.  who  had  a  high  level  of  security  clearance,  was  a  member 

16 

decision  were  ever  made  to  engage  in  a  nuclear  war  there  a 

17 

of  a  (inaudible)  submarine,  and  was  in  the  PRP.  And  this  was 

17 

number  of  acenarios  in  which  during  normal  peoMtime 

16 

unable  to  identify  him  obviously  with  a  serious  mental 

10 

operation  of  Mldgetman  detonations  could  occur.  Though 

19 

abboratlon. 

19 

unlikely,  such  events  ere  not  impossible,  as  demonstrated  by 

20 

I  think  there's  a  lot  of  problems  with  the  PRP. 

20 

other  catastrophes  deemed  initially  imposelblc  prior  to  their 

21 

Thank  you. 

21 

occurrences,  such  as  the  Chernobyl  meltdown,  the  Challenger 

22 

COL.  BRISTOL!  Thank  you,  sir.  I  think  we  now 

22 

explosion  and  the  3  Rile  Island  nuclear  reactor  accident. 

23 

have  your  wife,  Catherine  Wilkerson. 

23 

The  increased  risk  of  accidental  peacetime  nuclear 

24 

And  at  this  point  1  think  that  I  am  dealing  with 

OP 

04 

24 

exchange  and  it's  consequences  i  believe  should  be  addressed 

25 

people  speaking  in  their  private  citltcn  capacity  and  so 

25 

by  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

ea 

> 

ui 

DOCUMENT  127 

DOCUMENT  127 

PAGE  87 

PACE  88 

1 

AS  already  alluded  to,  the  deployment  of  an 

1 

women,  and  childien  subjected  to  massive  explosions, 

2 

additional  200  intercontinental  ballistic  missies  in  Montana 

2 

rsdletion,  serious  lethal  injuries,  hundreds  would  be 

3 

poses  an  increased  risk  to  the  environment  in  several  ways, 

3 

instantly  vaporized,  many  thousands  would  suffer  third-degree 

4 

primarily  through  the  fact  that  many,  many  additional  Soviet 

4 

burn  from  super  fires,  and  those  in  shelters  would  be 

5 

missiles  would  be  targeted  on  Montana  and  that  the 

5 

asphyxiated  or  incinerated. 

6 

Nidgetman's  capability  of  destroying  Soviet  missiles  in  their 

6 

The  radiation  would  exceed  15,000  rads  and  extend 

7 

silos  as  well  as  control  facilities  will  increase  the  threat 

7 

in  plumes  hundreds  of  miles  ..way.  The  lethal  dose  for  humans 

8 

of  launch  on  warning. 

8 

is  approximately  350  rads. 

9 

Given  more  Soviet  ICBHs  targeted  on  Montana  in  a 

9 

Those  who  survive  Initially  would  die  over  the  next 

10 

launch  on  warning  mode,  should  the  Soviets  erroneously  detect 

10 

days  or  weeks  of  radiation  sickness  and  the  lingering  effects 

11 

a  threat  by  the  United  States  or  should  an  unauthorised 

11 

of  blast  and  burn  injuries. 

12 

launch  or  serious  computer  error  occur  by  either  side  at  one 

12 

There  would  be  tens  of  thousands  of  dead  or  injured 

13 

of  the  thousands  of  theatre  tactical  or  strategic  nuclear 

13 

people,  raging  fires,  lethal  radiation,  and  no  medical  help. 

14 

weapon!  tnatallatione,  over  800  nuclear  weapons  could  be 

14 

water,  food,  power  or  heat. 

15 

fired  at  Montana  by  accident. 

15 

I  would  just  like  to  conclude  by  saying  that  these 

16 

It  is  Imperative  that  the  environmenta] 

16 

are  the  ultimate  errvi ronmcntal  threats  of  nuclear  weapons. 

17 

consequences  of  such  an  unlikely  event  or  series  of  events  be 

17 

They  cannot  and  must  not  be  overlooked  when  assessing  the 

18 

analysed.  The  explosive  power  would  be  aimed  at  Montana  at  a 

18 

environmental  effect  of  the  Mldgetman.  I7ie  very  fact  that 

19 

level  of  over  30,000  Hiroshima  explosions.  And  according  to 

>0 

these  catastcophies  could  occur  during  normal  peacetime 

20 

the  latesst  evidence  by  the  Federal  Emergency  n^nagement 

20 

operations  is  the  source  of  our  peril. 

21 

Agency,  even  a  limited  nuclear  exchange  --  and  i  emphasise 

21 

Thank  you  very  much. 

22 

that  this  could  all  occur  in  the  absence  of  a  declared 

22 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Dr.  Milkecson. 

23 

nuclear  war. 

23 

James  Tucker.  We're  now  back  to  those  individuals 

24 

But  in  an  accidental  exchange  the  effects  would  t>e 

CO 

24 

who  asked  questions  earlier  but  who  also  checked  the  block 

25 

catastrophic  with  Cascade  County  alone  having  its  82,000  men. 

25 

they  wish  to  make  comments.  And  we  have  sbout  15  to  go. 

1 

ca 
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1 

HR.  IVCRER:  Hy  ccanent  sinply  explains  my 

1 

HR.  IVCKER:  Yes. 

2 

question.  And  I  think  it  would  have  been  understood  a  little 

2 

COL.  BRISTOL:  AI  Donohue.  And  then  after 

3 

better  if  I  told  it  before. 

3 

him  it  will  be  John  Stephens. 

4 

But  our  concern*  Col.  Halsh*  Is  that  your  screening 

4 

HR.  DONOHUE:  Al  Donohue.  I  have  lived  here 

5 

process  is  flawed  --  and  maybe  not  through  your  neglect*  but 

5 

for  some  30  years  and  I  have  been  in  one  business  or  another 

6 

some  enterprising  individual  who  has  found  a  way  around  it. 

6 

during  that  time.  I  am  a  30b  provider.  I  have  come  to  the 

7 

He  have  noticed  companies  —  i  won't  mention  them 

7 

conclusion  there  is  no  better  employer  and  no  better  neighbor 

8 

since  you  seem  to  be  nervous  about  their  names  --  but 

8 

than  Halmstrom  Air  Force  Base. 

9 

companies  that  have  registered  in  the  state  of  Montana*  have 

9 

We  are  an  air  base  community*  and  as  a  result  we 

10 

never  done  any  work  in  the  state  of  Montana*  have  been  here 

10 

are  almost  holding  our  own  in  the  face  of  difficult  economic 

11 

over  a  year*  and  finally  recently  we  find  out  they  have  been 

11 

times.  And  without  Nalmstrom  where  would  ■.  to  today?  Do  we 

12 

awarded  a  contract  out  of  Norton  Air  Force  Base  and  most 

12 

want  our  community  to  prosper?  What  private  sector  business 

13 

local  companies  were  not  even  notified  of  a  bid  coming  up. 

13 

is  on  the  horison  that  will  provide  substantial  employment* 

14 

Now*  I  hope  you  take  my  comments  as  constructive 

14 

Improve  our  highways  at  no  real  cost  to  us,  provide  even  1/10 

IS 

criticism  because  that's  what  they  are.  And  this  is  Montana 

15 

of  the  economic  Impact  that  the  Hidgetman  will  provide? 

16 

Laborers  saying  we  would  like  to  work  with  you  and  we  welcome 

16 

There  is  nothing  out  there.  After  being  a  neighbor 

17 

you  here. 

17 

for  some  25  years*  Halmstrom*  1  imagine  —  I'd  like  to  know 

18 

Thank  you. 

18 

what  would  be  the  reaction  to  local  residents  if  we  were 

19 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you*  sir. 

19 

meeting  here  tonight  to  discuss  the  elimination  of  the 

20 

LT.  COL.  NALSH:  May  I  say  something? 

20 

Hinuteman  and  the  closing  of  Halmstrom  Ait  Force  Base  because 

21 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Yes*  Col.  Halsh.  Go  ahead. 

21 

of  the  concerns  of  some  of  our  Montana  citisens.  It's 

22 

LT.  COL.  HALSH:  Mr.  Tucker*  I  would  hope  that 

22 

frightening. 

23 

we  could  get  together  after  this  meeting  so  we  can  take  care 

23 

What  would  it  mean  to  methera  and  fathers  to  see 

24 

of  the  other  issues  that  you  were  talking  about  earlier* 

CO 

24 

their  children  possibly  employed  in  Great  Falla  instead  of 

25 

please. 

25 

out  of  state*  should  the  Hinuteman  come  on?  What  major 

ca 
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1 

business  can  provide  the  safety  record  that  Halmstrom  has 

1 

back  to  Hitler  and  Stalin  signing  the  pact  in  1939  and  read 

2 

shown? 

2 

that  pact.  Read  where  Jose^  Stalin  sent  a  telegram  to 

3 

Halmstrom  Air  Force  Base  personnel  are  good 

3 

Hitler  saying,  "Forget  Pakistan,  Afghanistan.  I  want  the 

4 

citizens*  close  to  the  very  best.  Retired  Halmstrom  Air 

4 

Iranian  oil." 

5 

Force  Base  personnel  who  settle  here  are  an  asset  to  our 

5 

History  will  tell  you  that  if  we're  not  careful 

6 

community. 

6 

we'll  lose  our  freedom. 

7 

The  Air  Force  and  Halmstrom  is  a  credit  to  Great 

7 

God  bless  the  Air  Force*  you  are  welcome  in  Great 

8 

Palls  and  Montana.  I  hope  you  can  grow  in  out  national 

8 

Falls,  and  grow. 

9 

security  efforts  and  that  Great  Falls  and  central  Montana  can 

9 

Thank  you. 

10 

grow  with  you. 

10 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you*  Hr.  Stevens. 

11 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you*  Mr.  E>onohue.  John 

11 

Lucretia  Humphrey. 

12 

Stevens. 

12 

MS.  HUMPHREY:  Good  evening*  gentlemen.  Ry 

13 

MR.  STEVENS:  Thank  you  very  much.  And 

13 

name  is  Lucretia  Humphrey  and  I  am  currently  a  homemaker  but 

14 

welcome.  Welcome  to  Montana.  That  Stevens  is  spelled  with  a 

14 

I  am  a  school  counselor  by  training  and  profession. 

15 

V.  And  in  the  Civil  War  we  changed  it  from  a  P  H.  I  think  1 

15 

I  have  chosen  to  participate  tonight  because  I  am 

16 

know  why. 

16 

concerned  about  my  community*  the  community  of  Great  Falla 

17 

Read  your  history.  Santiana  said*  "Those  who 

17 

and  the  state  of  Montana.  I  am  fairly  recent  here;  only  two 

IP 

refuse  to  learn  by  Victory  are  destined  to  relive  it." 

18 

years.  So  I  don't  go  back  a  long  ways.  But  I  have  gro..i  to 

19 

I'm  a  fourth  generation  Montanan.  My  mother  was 

19 

like  the  wide  open  spaces  of  Montana. 

20 

born  in  Pony,  my  grandmother  in  Silver  Star. 

20 

Recently  Thomas  Watson*  chairman  amecitia  of  IBM* 

21 

And  I  am  very  happy  to  see  Halmstrom  and  the  Air 

21 

former  ambassador  to  the  Soviet  Union  and  recent  pilot  on  a 

22 

Force  and  our  government  in  Montana  and  in  Great  Falls,  keep 

22 

World  War  TI  comemorative  flight  to  the  Soviet  union  passed 

23 

it  up.  He  need  you,  we  need  defense  of  this  country. 

21 

through  Great  Falls.  When  he  was  asked  last  Sunday  I  believe 

24 

1  am  a  veteran*  I  served  my  country.  I  do  not* 

CO 

24 

it  was  whether  he  thought  his  trip  to  the  Soviet  Union  which 

25 

will  not,  cannot  and  have  never  trusted  the  Russians.  Co 

25 

he  had  just  completed  would  accomplish  anything,  especially 

> 
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1 

in  th«  area  of  curbln9  nuclcac  weapons*  he  reaponded  —  and  I 

1 

the  University  of  Southern  California. 

3 

quote  froai  our  local  Sunday  paper  as  to  what  he  aald  at  that 

2 

After  serving  as  an  Army  officer  for  over  four 

3 

time*  ”I  think  you  can't  accomplish  a  mission  like  stopping 

3 

years  Reeves  entered  the  investment  business.  His  firs  now 

4 

thermal  nuclear  war**  he  said.  ”lt  takes  about  450  million 

4 

has  offices  in  Cheyenne  and  Sheridan*  Wyoming;  Topeka* 

5 

people  to  do  that*  and  that's  all  the  Soviets  and  all  the 

5 

Kansas.  And  he  has  been  entrusted  with  a  little  over  $100 

6 

Americans. * 

£ 

million  in  client  funds. 

7 

I  continue  to  quote  Hr.  Watson*  *I  think  it's  hard 

7 

Reeves  serves  on  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the 

to  understand  that  we  live  on  the  edge  of  a  cliff  because  you 

S 

Cheyenne  Laramie  County  Corporation  Pot  Economic  Development* 

9 

could  see  the  Nazis*  you  could  see  dead  people.  And  if  you 

9 

the  National  Association  of  Securities  Dealers  Business 

10 

didn't  take  them,  they  took  you.  But  you  can't  see  the 

10 

Conduct  CemuRittee*  and  the  Mountain  Bell  Board  of  Advisors. 

11 

nuclear  weapons.  No*  1  don't  think  it  made  much  of  a 

11 

Be  has  formerly  served  on  th«  Board  of  Directors  of 

12 

difference*”  referring  to  his  trip*  ”but  I  did  try.” 

12 

the  Greater  Cheyenne  Chamber  of  Commerce*  The  Industrial 

13 

And  I  guess  that's  what  I  am  here  for  tonight*  is 

13 

Developsent  Association  of  Wywing*  and  the  Wyoming 

14 

to  do  my  best  to  share  with  you  some  of  my  concerns  about  the 

14 

Congressional  Award  Council. 

IS 

growing  arms  race. 

15 

And  perhaps  in  his  own  words  from  a  letter  that  I  ' 

1« 

The  whole  aspect  of  business  in  Great  Palls  is  a 

16 

received  from  him  on  July  12th*  he  states  himself  what  he  is 

17 

very  critical  issue.  If  we  take  a  stand  against  nuclear  arms 

17 

like.  This  is  quoting  him  from  the  letter  he  wrote  to  me. 

18 

me  are  suddenly  cut  out  of  the  business  community  here 

18 

*I  am  a  conservative*  a  vetran*  an  Ollie  North  — 

19 

because  we  do  not  want  to  support  a  growing  arms  race. 

19 

you  know*  give  them  Hell*  hard  charging  patriotic  kind  of 

20 

However*  in  Cheyenne  I  found  one  gentleman  who  is 

20 

soldier*  entrepreneural  businessman*  a  Republican*  a 

21 

speaking  out  against  the  arms  race  who  comes  from  a  very 

21 

securities  regulator,  and  a  bunch  of  other  stuff  which  one 

22 

businesslike  background.  Doug  Reeves  (phonetic)  is  president 

22 

might  not  normally  associate  w.ch  a  card-carrying  critic  of 

33 

of  Reeves  a  Company*  Wyoming's  largest  independent  security 

23 

our  nuclear  policy.'. 

24 

investment  firm.  He  graduated  i^i  beta  kapa  from  the 

m 

24 

He  goes  on  in  his  letter  to  say  that  'National 

25 

University  of  Wyoming  and  received  his  Rasters  degree  from 

25 

security  is  comprised  of  many  things;  not  just  weapons. 

eg 
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1 

Nstlonsl  security  includes  a  sound  economy,  a  supportive 

1 

boom  came  and  went  while  they 

2 

populous,  a  sense  of  fairness*  superior  quality  of  life,  a 

2 

COL.  BRISTOL:  I'm  sorry.  The  court  reporter 

3 

well  trained  military  force,  a  thoughtful  and  consistent 

3 

can  only  move  at  about  20  miles  an  hour.  What  I  was 

4 

foreign  policy.  And  yes.  weapons.* 

4 

suggesting  and  I  don't  mean  to  get  you  to  go  into  a 

5 

As  to  what  happened  when  the  HX  was  deployed  in  the 

5 

rapid-fire  reading.  I'd  like  the  statement  to  be  included  in 

8 

area  of  Cheyenne  he  states  that,  *One*  economic  development 

6 

its  entirety  and  a  comprehensible  way  in  the  record. 

7 

Is  a  long  term  proposition.  Jf  ali  we  want  is  a  short*  shot 

7 

But  1  was  just  going  to  allow  you  in  about  15 

6 

in  the  arm  which  government  building  projects  typically 

B 

seconds  to  sort  of  state  the  bottom  line  of  your  concern. 

9 

provide  that  anything  from  casinos  to  houses  of  ill-repute 

9 

ns.  HUMPHREY;  Okay.  Nell,  the  boon  came  and 

10 

will  suffice. 

10 

went  and  vacancy  rates  remained  high.  Real  estate  prices 

11 

If  we  want  long  term  development;  the  sort  of  thing 

11 

plurmeted  and  business  and  bank  failures  reached  new  highs. 

12 

which  pays  tases*  builds  communities*  school  and 

12 

Thank  you. 

13 

Infrastructure  then  it  takes  more  than  the  short  term 

13 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you  so  much. 

14 

dollars.  It  takes  a  quality  of  life. 

14 

Carol  Collina.  And  then  next  up  will  be  Gordon 

15 

COL.  BRISTOL:  I'm  sorry*  Mrs.  Humphrey. 

Whirry. 

16 

MRS.  HUMPHREY:  Yes? 

16 

MS.  COLLINS:  My  name  is  Carol  Collins.  And  1 

17 

COL.  BRISTOL:  You  have  gone  over  time*  and  1 

17 

belong  to  a  group  called  Cemmittee  of  the  '90s.  There  are 

18 

thought  you  were  coming  to  a  conclusion.  Could  you  just 

18 

aeveral  of  ua  have  spoke  already  tonight  to  make  sure  we  live 

19 

sianmarize  and  then  submit  the  balance  of  that  for  the  record? 

19 

that  long. 

20 

HRS.  HUMPHREY:  Sure.  Cheyenne  was  on  every 

20 

I'm  s  self-employed  legal  typist.  Although  I  have 

21 

national  news  broadcast  when  it  was  announced  --  as  I  go  on 

21 

many  areas  of  concern  regarding  the  DEIS,  the  one  I  choose  to 

2t 

fust  very  quickly;  it's  almost  over  it  was  announced  we 

32 

address  is  education*  particularly  it  as  relates  to  Great 

23 

would  receive  the  MX.  we  had  lots  of  transients  looking  for 

23 

PaUs. 

24 

jobs*  lots  of  unfulfilled  expectations,  lots  of  very  angry 

00 

eg 

24 

According  to  the  DEIS*  all  three  housing  options 

25 

local  businesspeople  whose  greed  exceeded  their  analysis.  The 

25 

under  all  basing  alternatives  will  result  in  high* 

1 

eg 

> 
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1 

1 

significant  and  adverse  impacts  on  school  system. 

2 

The  projected  increase  in  Great  Falla  students  for 

3 

the  year  1996  is  1300.  The  breakdown  for  program  related 

4 

enrollments  is  anticipated  to  be  710  elementery,  166  junior 

5 

high,  373  senior  high,  end  50  special  education  students. 

6 

Various  options  ace  addressed  in  the  DEIS  to  handle  this 

1 

7 

increase. 

1 

8 

One  Is  to  build  a  new  school.  Under  the  heading  of 

9 

Potential  Mitigation  Measures  various  possible  funding 

10 

sources  are  listed.  Two  of  them  arc  programs  which 

11 

adsittedly  have  limited  current  funding  and  a  third 

12 

possibility  remains  to  be  explored. 

13 

In  another  section  following  statement  is  made, 

14 

quote:  “Resolutions  to  these  problems  would  require  major 

15 

additions  of  personnel  or  facilities  for  which  sufficient 

16 

funds  are  not  expected  to  be  available,"  end  quote.  This 

17 

concerns  me. 

!  18 

A  second  option  explorce  the  possibility  of 

j 

I 

19 

converting  the  currently  vacant  Paris  Gibson  Junior  High 

1 

20 

School  into  an  elementary  school,  requiring  bussing;  an 

21 

expensive  and  not  at  all  desirable  option  for  Great  Falls 

1 

22 

parents  of  elementary  aged  children. 

23 

If  the  proposed  action  which  involves  programmed  on 

24 

baae  housing  is  chosen,  a  new  school  will  almost  certainly  be 

Ob 

C4 

25 

a  necessity,  since  the  school  neecest  Halmstrom,  Loy 

j  ^ 

ee 

> 

03 

DOCUMENT  127 


DOCUMENT  127 


1  «h«t  Mkce  any  of  u«  bolleve  that  a  hearing  eueh  as  this  haa 

2  an^  inpact  at  all  on  mcnbecs  of  Congeesa?  Can  you  ^ive  nc 

3  any  historical  evidence  that  Congress  actually  takes  the 

4  results  of  any  EIS  into  serious  consiJeration  when  naking  a 

5  determination  on  whether  or  not  to  deploy  a  missile  system? 

6  If  there  are  highf  significant,  and  adverse  impacts 

7  found,  is  Congress  going  to  scrap  Midgetman  or  any  other 

6  missile  system?  What  we  say  here  tonight,  does  it  make  any 

9  difference  at  all? 

10  Thank  you. 

11  COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  ma'am. 

12 

13  {Discussion  held  off  the  record.) 

14 

15  COL.  BRISTOL:  Gordon  Whi r ry . 

16  HR.  WHIRRY:  Thank  you.  Colonel.  I  am  an 

17  architect  here  in  Great  Falls. 

18  Hy  reading  of  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement 

19  has  led  me  to  conclude  that  the  Midgetman  prolect  would  have 

20  a  harmful  impact  on  most  area  residents.  This  impact  would 

21  come  mainly  from  an  increase  in  the  cost  of  living  and  a 

22  decrease  in  the  quality  of  life.  Specif!''  costs  which  are 

23  reported  to  be  increasing  by  the  EIS  are  those  for  housing, 

24  education,  public  services,  and  goods  and  services.  Revenue 

25  shortfalls  as  high  as  ftSO.OOO  are  projected  for  the  combined 


1  Elementary  school,  will  double  its  enrollment,  adding 

2  appcosimately  600  students  and  bringing  the  pupil  to  teacher 

3  ratio  of  50  to  one. 

4  If  either  of  the  other  two  housing  options  are 

5  chosen  and  students  are  bussed  to  several  other  schools  the 

6  pupil  to  teacher  ratio  is  still  estimated  to  be  above  state 

7  standards,  thus  threatening  accreditation.  The  reopening  of 

6  closing  elementary  schools  is  also  listed  as  an  option  in  the 

9  DEIS.  Since  many  of  these  schools  were  closed  because  they 

Id  were  considered  to  be  energy  insufficient  end  prcsisaably 

11  remain  so,  it  would  seem  to  be  poor  planning  to  consider  this 

12  a  viable  option. 

13  Re-equipping,  cleaning  and  renovating  such  schools 

14  is  costly. 

15  COL.  BRISTOL:  Mrs.  Collins,  can  Z  ask  you  to 

16  submit  the  balance  of  that  for  the  record? 

17  KS.  COLLIMS:  All  right. 

18  COL.  BRISTOL:  You  can  just  submit  it  to  me 

19  after  the  ateeting. 

20  HS.  COLLINS:  I  just  have  a  couple  --  just  one 

21  other  thing  that  I  would  like  to  bring  up,  just  very  short. 

22  COL.  BRISTOL:  Go  ahead. 

23  NS.  COLLINS:  I  would  like  to  know, 

24  considering  the  fact  that  57  percent  of  Montana  voters  voted 

25  in  1982  opposing  further  developaent  of  missiles  in  Montana, 
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1  city,  county,  and  school  systems. 

2  To  us,  this  will  translate  into  increased  tases. 

3  Housing  costs  will  rise,  and  vacancies  disappear  as  we  have 

4  an  influs  of  seme  6,000  people  into  the  community.  This  will 

5  be  a  severe  hardship  for  those  of  our  residents  who  are  in 

6  need  of  low  income  housing.  We  can  eipect  the  price  of  most 

7  goods  and  services  to  increase  as  demand  increases. 

6  At  the  same  time,  our  quality  of  life  is  likely  to 

9  go  down.  I'll  just  point  out  a  few  examples  from  the  EIS. 

10  Traffic  problems  will  increase  due  to  construction, 

11  large  numbers  of  commuters,  and  the  transport  and  servicing 

12  of  the  Hard  Nobile  Launchers.  Highway  89  to  Belt  will  have  a 

13  minimum  of  200  launcher  transports  per  year.  That's  more 

14  than  one  every  other  day.  Imagine  driving  behind  this  convoy 

15  of  service  vehicles  and  the  transport  launcher,  which  is  In 

16  itself  105  feet  long,  14  feet  wide,  and  230.000  pounds. 

17  In  addition,  the  service  and  crew  vehicles  are 

16  estimated  to  require  seme  275  vehicles  trips  each  day. 

19  Our  school  system  will  be  required  to  absorb  an 

20  addition  initial  1200  students,  more  than  it  can  handle 

21  without  overcrowding,  program  disruption,  or  new 

22  construction. 

23  Public  services  for  health,  fire  protection, 

24  police,  and  recreation  will  be  severely  strained. 

25  Maybe  we  should  be  willing  to  accept  these  problems 
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1 

i(  the  end  result  is  worthwhile.  I  don't  believe  it  is.  X 

1 

COL.  BRISTOL:  fttank  you. 

2 

oppose  the  Hidgetssn  project  beesuse  of  the  lerger  end  »ore 

2 

HS.  HAYBANRS:  I  must  say  I  was  quite 

3 

bsslc  ispsets  not  addressed  in  the  BIS. 

J 

impressed  by  the  document  itself;  the  shear  volume  is  kind  of 

4 

The  first  is  cost.  Ne  can't  afford  it.  As  a 

4 

overwhelming.  Rind  of  impressive. 

5 

debtor  nation  we  can  hardly  justify  spending  another  50 

5 

I'b  specifically  interested  in  the  environmental 

6 

billion  to  add  no  norc  than  10  percent  to  our  total  supply  of 

6 

impact  on  public  services.  And  again,  it's  hard  to  look  at 

7 

warheads. 

7 

that  without  looking  at  transportation  and  aafety  and 

8 

As  a  people,  we  can't  afford  the  social  and 

8 

funding.  It's  kind  of  hard  to  get  the  big  picture. 

9 

spiritual  costs.  I  don't  believe  our  national  security  can 

9 

The  compilers  though  make  two  assumptions  that  I 

10 

be  served  any  longer  by  escalating  the  arse  race. 

10 

would  disagree  with.  The  first  is  the  1968  benchmark  levels 

n 

1  don't  believe  our  Great  Palls  econoey  is  well 

11 

of  service  usage  were  locally  accefi^able  levels.  And  while 

12 

served  by  seeking  even  greater  dependence  on  the  military. 

12 

they  may  have  been  acceptable  to  service  providers.  I  doubt 

13 

t  suggest  we  apply  out  energy  and  our  resources  to 

13 

If  there  was  a  consensus  of  acceptability  among  service 

14 

more  productive  uses.  Including  private  sector  economic 

14 

conaiBiers. 

15 

development,  and  that  we  all  work  together  starting  now  to 

15 

The  second  assueption  la  that  short  duration 

U 

build  a  foundation  for  genuine  peace  and  laatlng  prosperity. 

1€ 

lamigrsnt  population  would  demand  that  puble  services  at  the 

17 

Thenk  you. 

17 

IS 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Hr.  Hhlrry.  Sheila 

18 

that  that  is  so.  niey  estimated  that  10  percent  of  the  short 

19 

Haybanks. 

19 

duration  people  would  be  non-employable  or  marginally 

20 

20 

employed  people  who  would  come  to  our  community  looking  for 

21 

(Diacussion  held  off  the  record.) 

21 

good  jobs.  And  they  would  have  I  think  a  higher  impact  on 

22 

22 

police,  on  emergency  food,  on  emergency  shelter  and  child 

23 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Okay.  Go  ahead. 

23 

welfare  services. 

24 

NS.  HAYBANRS:  Hy  name  is  Sheila  Haybanks  and 

s 

24 

Our  contact  in  Cheyenne  told  me  that  the  impact  of 

25 

I'm  a  social  worker.  Juat  like  it  sounda. 

25 

this  group  of  people  lacking  technical  skills  made  a  huge 

1 

cu 

> 
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1 

impact  on  the  servicet.  and  much  huger  than  what  was 

1 

And  I  believe  this  is  called  triage.  And  triage  is 

2 

anticipated. 

2 

a  good  way  to  run  a  disaster  but  it's  not  such  a  good  way  to 

3 

And  why  would  we  think  it  would  be  any  different  in 

3 

tun  a  city. 

* 

Great  falls? 

4 

Also  there  was  no  mention  I  don’t  think  in  the 

5 

The  report  catinatee  that  the  need  for  personnel 

5 

study  of  any  time  for  contingency  planning  or  for  direct 

6 

and  for  facilities  would  increase  like  six  more  police 

6 

service  provision  of  our  local  law  enforcement  people,  vhen 

7 

officers  and  20  more  city  employees  and  like  half  a  worker  at 

7 

this  program  would  come.  And  the  study  makes  it  very  clear 

8 

Salvation  Army.  Yet  there's  no  mention  of  funding,  and  there 

8 

that  lav  enforcement  in  terms  of  military  personnel  breaking 

9 

is  no  anticipated  revenue  for  that. 

9 

the  laws,  that  would  be  taken  care  of  by  military  police. 

10 

The  experience  in  Cheyenne  has  been  to  see  less  of 

10 

But  what  about  traffic  diversion,  traffic  control. 

11 

an  economic  benefit  than  anticipated  and  more  social  costs. 

11 

if  there  is  a  disaster  or  a  vehicle  stalls?  somehow  our  law 

12 

The  City  of  Cheyenne  received  $650,000  again,  this  is  what 

12 

enforcement  officers  are  going  to  have  to  be  involved.  And 

13 

I  heard  -■*  to  study  the  impact  and  the  implications  of  the 

13 

that's  going  to  take  away  time  from  community  needs. 

14 

military  build-up.  but  they  didn't  receive  any  money  at  all 

14 

Juat  since  1986  --  and  thia  year  we  have  Seen  our 

15 

for  salary. 

15 

Sheriff’s  office  had  to  cut  staff,  even  our  library  cut  stuff 

18 

And  what  we're  talking  --  I  mean,  policemen  and 

16 

and  cut  back  their  houta,  human  aervices  has  had  to  cut  back 

17 

Salvation  Army  workers  don't  make  big  bucks.  He'te  talking 

17 

on  services,  and  Opportunities,  incorporated  has  cut  back 

18 

about  fairly  small  amounts  of  money  that  could  make  a  big 

18 

quite  a  few  of  their  youth  employment  slots  for  the  awmer. 

19 

difference  In  the  quality  of  life. 

19 

Aside  from  questions  of  morality  and  questions  of 

20 

'  think  what  would  happen  if  we  get  this  increased 

20 

strategic  emphaais.  I  think  there's  a  question  of  fairness. 

21 

usage  and  we  don't  get  the  funds  for  increased  personnel,  we 

21 

And  it  doesn't  strike  me  at  fait  that  if  we  do  get  this 

22 

would  have  public  servants  priorotixlng  their  case  load.  And 

22 

program  we  ate  going  to  have  this  increased  usage  and  demand 

23 

public  servants  are  good  people  generally;  they  cope.  They 

23 

of  services  but  no  financial  help. 

24 

priorotlie  their  case  losd  and  only  the  most  serious 

e5 

24 

And  I  think  we  owe  it  to  ourselvea  to  study  more 

25 

situstions  get  attention. 

e4 

25 

cerefully  «^at  the  experience  has  been  in  Cheyenne. 

> 

U 
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1 

.oank  you. 

1 

and  fcon  citisens  here  that  there  are  many,  many  problems 

2 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you  vcty  auch. 

2 

connected  with  it  here  in  Great  Falls. 

i 

MS.  HEINGARTNER:  My  nane  is  Becky 

3 

In  visiting  with  a  county  official  who  must  make  a 

4 

Heingartnerr  and  I  an  vecy  concerned  about  the  coat  of  this 

4 

lot  of  changes  and  put  in  a  lot  of  hours  to  accomodate 

5 

weapons  systen. 

5 

Midgetman  here,  he  made  the  comment,  *Wcll,  I  don't  really 

6 

From  reading  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement  it 

6 

see  the  aense  of  anymore  missiles.  But  if  they're  going  to 

7 

is  my  understanding  that  serious  shortfalls  would  occur  over 

7 

be  somewhere  they  may  as  well  be  here  and  I'll  try  to  do  the 

8 

a  20  year  period  in  city  and  county  governments  and  the  Great 

8 

best  I  can.” 

9 

Falls  School  District. 

9 

Governor  Schwinden  echoed  similar  feelings  in 

10 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  there  was  very  nearly  a 

10 

questioning  the  need  for  more  nuclear  systems,  but  that  if 

11 

property  tax  revolt  in  Montana  last  year,  and  we  are 

11 

the  U.S.  government  decided  to  do  it  and  do  it  in  Montana  he 

12 

currently  paying  a  state  income  tax  surcharge  to  balance  the 

12 

would  cooperate. 

13 

state  budget  and  the  overwhelming  amount  of  the  rvational 

13 

If  hia  aide  would  take  back  to  him  my  sympathy. 

14 

debt,  I  am  opposed  to  the  placement  of  Midgetnan  in  Montana 

14 

he's  in  an  extremely  difficult  altuation  in  Montana.  Because 

IS 

or  anywhere. 

IS 

economically  we  are  hurting  very  badly. 

16 

It  is  a  very  expensive  bargaining  chip  which  is  one 

16 

I  think  the  thing  is  ia  that  for  moat  people; 

17 

thing  I  have  heard  it  touted  as.  This  planet  does  not  need 

17 

businessmen,  teachers,  people  at  the  air  base,  housewives. 

18 

any  more  nuclear  weapons. 

18 

teenagers,  they  are  opposed  to  the  concept  but  they  feel  a 

19 

Thank  you. 

19 

fatalism  that  they  have  nothing  do  about  whether  or  not  it 

20 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  Becky. 

JO 

becomes  a  reality. 

21 

Sue  Dickenson.  Then  after  Sue  will  be  Joel 

21 

In  the  event  that  it  does  then  they  would  like  to 

22 

Ericksen. 

22 

somehow  reap  some  benefits  or  some  compensation  for  it. 

23 

SUE  DICKENSON:  My  final  comments  regard  the 

23 

1  think  we  have  to  keep  in  mind  the  fact  that 

24 

sensibility  of  Midgetman  here  or  anywhere  else.  I  think  we 

ce 

ea 

24 

history  does  repeat  itself.  And  the  building  up  of  armaments 

25 

have  seen  from  information  presented  by  you,  the  Air  Force 

25 

in  the  past  has  produced  horrible  wars  and  deatruction.  And 

ea 

> 
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1 

I  don't  think  that  we  can  look  at  our  armaments  today  and  the 

1 

cemeents  for  record.  And  1  indicated  as  before  that  it  will 

2 

fact  we  haven't  had  a  major  war  since  world  war  II  and  feel 

2 

receive  the  same  serioua  consideration  and  be  a  part  of  the 

3 

that  they  have  made  the  war  more  secure.  If  we  look  around 

3 

record  just  as  if  you  read  it  tonight. 

4 

and  see  the  wars  that  are  going  all  over  the  world  and  the 

4 

You  may  proceed,  sir. 

5 

tact  that  the  United  States,  one  the  most  powerful  nations  in 

5 

MR.  ERICKSEN:  Thank  you.  I  will  be  within  my 

6 

the  world,  with  its  nuclear  weapons  is  often  very  helpless  to 

6 

three  minutes.  I  oppose  Midgetman  foe  moral  reasons,  I  think 

7 

do  anything  to  prevent  problems  in  other  parts  of  the  world. 

7 

it  is  wrong.  1  oppose  it  for  stcategic  reasons.  I  don't  see 

8 

What  I  would  advocate  is  those  of  us  here  in  all 

8 

any  effective  and  reliable  defensive  weapon.  And  I  oppose  it 

9 

positions  that  we  decide  what  our  priorities  ate  and  have 

9 

for  financial  reasons.  Our  national  budget  Is  a  shambles  snd 

10 

confidence  these  can  be  reflected  in  Washington,  i  teach 

10 

shouldn't  have  to  stand  the  strain  of  another  one  billion 

11 

civic  and  government  classes,  I  teach  U.S.  History. 

11 

dollars  or  higher  estimates  up  to  40  or  $50  billion. 

12 

I've  got  three  kids  I  am  trying  to  raise,  and  I 

12 

Now  these  are  reasons  any  citizen  in  this  county 

13 

believe  very  strongly  that  in  our  country  we  can  make  a 

13 

might  be  opposed  to  the  program,  but  there  are  some  very 

14 

difference.  But  it  occurs  to  me  what  if  the  people  lead. 

14 

special  why  the  people  in  and  around  Great  Falls  ought  to 

IS 

then  the  leaders  will  follow.  And  I  think  for  each  of  us  no 

15 

oppose  it.  and  want  to  discuss  one  of  these  and  try  to  make 

16 

matter  what  your  position,  you  have  to  assess  the  need,  the 

16 

clear  just  what  sort  of  hassle  we're  letting  ourselves  in  for 

17 

sensibility,  and  the  right  or  wrongness  of  more  nuclear 

17 

if  this  program  goes. 

18 

weapons  and  do  something  about  it  at  the  local  level  and 

10 

It's  a  seemingly  simple  matter.  It's  the 

19 

national  level. 

19 

disruptions  and  delays  in  our  normal  comings  and  goings.  The 

20 

I  oppose  it  and  will  continue  opposing  it  in 

20 

construction  phase  of  this  program  is  scheduled  according  to 

21 

anyplace  where  it  is  forecast  to  be  installed. 

21 

the  booklet  to  begin  in  the  spring  of  1990  and  continue  to 

22 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Joel  Ericksen.  Now 

22 

the  fall  of  1994.  Now,  that's  nearly  five  full  years. 

23 

we've  sort  of  tun  out  of  our  scheduled  time.  I'd  just  like 

23 

Bad  weather  or  labor  difficulties  ot  delays  in 

24 

to  ask  those  whom  I  call  on  to  give  thought  to  whether  or  not 

00 

funding  cuuld  extend  this  very  easily.  During  this  time 

25 

as  some  others  have  done  previously  you  can  subtr.it  your 

25 

there  will  124  bridges  replaced,  240  intersections  widened, 

> 
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1 

310  culverts  tsplscedf  74  csttlc  quseds*  and  som  unknovn 

1 

way  of  Selena,  X  suppose.  Or  if  you  wanted  to  pheasant  hunt 

2 

nuatbar  oC  ailea  of  roads  widaned,  rasutfacad,  naintainad 

2 

by  mi.tovn  you  could  yo  by  u.y  of  fort  Benton  and  tty  Sandy 

3 

somahow}  up  to  a  possible  naxiauai  of  1707  nilaa. 

3 

and  take  the  ferry. 

4 

Now,  I  naintaln  that  with  this  nuch  road 

4 

But  the  routes  have  are  the  ones  that  are  used. 

5 

construction  activity  going  on  there's  going  to  be  soma 

5 

That's  why  they’re  there. 

6 

horrendous  detours  and  delays. 

8 

So  will  be  soae  real  delays  and  disruptions. 

7 

As  your  nap  wall  showed  earlier.  Highways  87  and  69 

7 

The  also  say  that  individual  bridge  replacesent  say 

8 

are  the  routes  east  of  town.  And  the  gravel  roads  that 

8 

rsguira  intcuuptions  to  daily  traffic.  Hell,  I  can't  tee 

9 

access  these  are  the  transporter  routes  to  approxieately  one 

9 

hrsi  it  could  help  but  require  interruptions  to  dally  traffic. 

20 

half  the  proposed  Nidgetnan  sites.  And  these  are  the  roads 

10 

If  the  bridge  isn't  there  we  can’t  go  through.  It's  not  say 

11 

which  see  the  construction. 

11 

required.  They  will  be  requited. 

12 

Now,  there's  a  lot  of  people  using  these  roads  to 

12 

After  conatruction  is  coaplete  the  picture  doesn’t 

13 

do  a  lot  of  things.  They  go  fishing,  wood  cutting, 

13 

get  a  whole  lot  better.  Each  of  these  Hard  Nobile  Launchers 

14 

cross-country  sking,  snoweobiling,  downhill  sking,  eaeping. 

14 

Is  scheduled  to  return  once  a  year  for  Maintenance  to 

15 

chokecherry  picking,  sightseeing,  hunting  deer,  elk. 

IS 

Halsstroei. 

18 

antelope,  pheasants,  grouse,  partridge,  and  probably  a  lot  of 

18 

That  Means  200  of  these  14  feet  wide,  105  f«et  long 

17 

thinga  I  can't  think  of. 

17 

vehicles  together  with  their  escort  vehicles  will  be  Making  a 

18 

A  lot  of  people  live  in  this  area  because  of  the 

18 

round  trip  once  each  year  down  the  roads  to  Great  Falla  and 

19 

outdoor  activities,  and  they  use  these  roads.  And  they  are 

19 

the  area. 

20 

going  to  be  hurting. 

20 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Hr.  Ericksen,  I'm  sorry  to 

21 

Now,  the  Air  Force  speaks  of  sone  of  the  delays  and 

21 

interrupt  you.  but  your  tise  has  expired  plus  soMe.  Could  I 

22 

disruptiona  caused  by  road  construction.  They  say. 

22 

ask  that  you  submit  the  balance  of  your  statement  for  the 

23 

"Alternate  routes  would  be  used  where  available." 

23 

record? 

24 

Now,  in  this  part  of  the  country  soaetimes  there 

24 

HR.  CRKRSEN:  Yes.  Thank  you. 

25 

aren't  alternate  routes.  You  could  sking  in  King's  Hill  by 

-s. 

25 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you  so  such. 
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1 

Col.  Noote,  did  you  desire  to  —  you  had  indicated 

1 

feet  IS  the  width. 

2 

that  you  Might  with  to  make  some  comments.  If  you're  still 

2 

As  the  person  who  spoke  just  before  me  pointed  out. 

3 

here.  Apparently  not. 

3 

this  means  the  Hidgetman  missile,  when  It's  traveling  down  a 

4 

Jim  Humphrey? 

. 

highway,  will  protrude  over  the  median  strip  in  the  center  of 

5 

HR.  HUHRfREY:  Jim  Humphrey.  Jr. 

5 

the  highway,  since  Most  of  our  state  highways,  two-lane 

6 

He  have  heard  a  great  deal  about  the  economic 

8 

highways  are  only  24  feet  in  width. 

7 

benefits  that  the  Ridgetman  Missile  System  will  bring  to  out 

7 

Furthermore,  the  Hard  Nobile  Launcher  will  not  be 

8 

area.  I  don't  think  Great  Falls  has  yet  fully  comprehended 

8 

traveling  alone.  Of  course  it  will  be  traveling  in  a  convoy. 

9 

some  of  the  lets  say  by  the  way  I  don't  dispute  there  will 

9 

There  will  be  security  vehicles  with  it.  And  it  will  be 

10 

be  economic  benefits  to  certain  sectors  of  our  community. 

10 

traveling  at  substantially  --  it  will  be  traveling  at  a 

n 

At  the  sane  time  I  don't  think  Great  Fails  has 

11 

slower  speed  than  the  traffic  on  the  highway. 

12 

fully  comprehended  yet  sene  of  the  economic  disadvantages  and 

12 

The  outcome  is  that  there  will  obviously  be  a  lot 

13 

adverse  impacts  that  will  come  out  of  the  deployment  the 

13 

of  traffic  backed  up  behind  it,  it  will  be  very  difficult  if 

14 

Hidgetman  here. 

14 

not  dangerous  to  pass,  and  oncoming  traffic  May  frequently 

15 

And  I  too  am  going  to  speak  briefly  about  the 

15 

have  to  stop  at  shoulders  of  the  road  and  wait  for  the  convoy 

16 

Impact  on  traf f  ic. 

18 

to  go  past . 

17 

He  have  a  visual  demonst rat  ion  that  won't  take  noxe 

17 

One  of  these  conveys  will  be  coming  into  Great 

18 

than  a  second,  I  believe.  Nope,  we  don't?  He  canned  it. 

18 

Falls  every  day  of  the  year,  or  at  least  let's  ssy  there  will 

19 

huh? 

19 

be  400  trips  either  going  in  or  out  to  the  bases  which  will 

20 

Hell,  we  were  going  to  show  how  fai  105  feet  was  in 

20 

originate  out  of  Great  Palls  or  go  to  Great  Falls  each  year. 

21 

this  auditor i urn . 

21 

I  would  also  like  to  just  briefly  -  and  t  do  mean 

22 

NS.  JACKSON:  Basically  it's  as  wide  as  this 

22 

briefly  --  express  my  Concern  about  the  high  visibility  which 

23 

whole  auditor ium. 

» 

these  vehicles  are  going  to  give  our  community,  not  only  In 

24 

HR.  HUHPHREY:  105  feet  is  the  length  of  one 

24 

our  legion  but  in  the  nation.  Can  you  imagine  what  we're 

25 

of  the  Hard  Nobile  Launchers  that  carry  the  missiles.  14 

25 

going  to  look  like? 

-  - - -  . - - - 1 
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1 

Great  Pal  la  has  looked  a  long  tine  for  a  great 

1 

X  would  hope  that  Great  Palls  will  seriously 

2 

nicknane  for  itself  to  express  civic  pride  and  to  pronote 

2 

reflect  on  the  implications  of  this  program  before  rushing  to 

3 

ourselves  in  the  region.  We  were  Electric  City  when  I  was  a 

3 

great  it  with  uncritical  enthusiasm. 

4 

kid  growing  up  here.  !  think  River  City  is  one  candidate  for 

4 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir.  Four  to  go. 

5 

a  nane  now.  But  frankly  when  the  Midgetman  cones  we  can  put 

S 

Jim  Eagen.  Are  you  still  here,  Jim? 

6 

all  those  names  on  the  shelf.  We'll  be  known  from  coast  to 

6 

Zarina  Jackson? 

7 

coast  as  Missile  City.  And  I  think  that  will  have  a  bad 

7 

MS.  JACKSON:  I  am  going  to  submit  my 

8 

effect  on  our  economic  future.  Certainly  it's  going  to 

8 

testimony.  I  am  sure  you  will  all  be  pleased. 

9 

drastically  shape  it.  because  with  all  respect  to  the  brave 

9 

I  just  very  briefly  want  to  say  that  I  very  much 

10 

and  capable  men  and  woman  in  our  armed  forces  today  and  who 

10 

concur  with  -*■  I  think  Gordon  Whirry  and  Miss  Dickinson 

11 

served  in  the  past*  there  is  the  stigma  attached  to  nuclear 

11 

really  expressed  my  sentiments.  And  I  just  want  to  say  that 

12 

weapons. 

12 

I  really  seriously  question  the  deterrent  capability  of  this 

13 

And  the  stigma  is  eroding  the  respect  and  honor 

13 

missile  system,  it's  got  penetration  aid's,  extreme  accuracy. 

14 

that  the  America  regard  the  armed  forces  with,  and  that 

14 

first  strike  capability. 

15 

stigma  is  going  to  come  and  live  here  in  Great  Falls.  And  C 

15 

The  launching,  I  am  not  satisfied  that  it  can 

16 

cannot  believe  that  there  are  not  going  to  be  businesses  that 

16 

work.  I  mean  I  think  we  might  have  a  first  strike  weapon  and 

17 

might  otherwise  locate  here  that  ate  going  to  write  us  off 

17 

$50  billion  with  ouE  $180  billion  deficit,  it's  criminal. 

18 

from  the  outset  because  they  don't  want  to  live  in  Missile 

18 

And  I  think  that  this  is  taking  money  away  from  all  kinds  of 

19 

City. 

19 

programs,  and  it  should  not  be  doing  that. 

20 

And  even  if  there  is  an  offsetting  affect  of 

20 

The  last  thing  I  want  to  say  la  I  think  it's  really 

21 

businesses  that  come  in,  because  of  the  large  milita.y 

21 

a  very  sad  commentary  for  Montana  to  base  its  economy  on  this 

22 

payroll,  we  will  have  volunteered  to  become  a  company  town 

22 

weapon  system,  and  it's  real  destabilising. 

23 

even  more  dependent  on  the  military  payroll  than  before  and 

23 

I  hope  it  doesn't  happen.  Thank  you. 

24 

exposed  to  all  the  vulnerability  of  boom/bust  cycles  that  go 

00 

24 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Will  Crough? 

2$ 

with  being  a  company  town. 

'«s. 

25 

MR.  CROUCH:  I'll  be  brief. 

C4 

> 
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1 

One  of  the  great  founding  precepts  of  this  country 

1 

the  other  side  of  the  Patomac  River,  to  the  Congreas.  And 

2 

is  the  military  must  always  be  under  the  control  of  the 

2 

It's  factored  into  the  overall  decision  making  process.  That 

3 

civilian.  Somehow,  sadly,  Great  Palls  is  assuming  the 

3 

may  be  hard  to  see  at  times,  but  that  is  what  the  law 

4 

opposite  stance. 

4 

requires  and  that  Is  what  happens. 

5 

Let  me  remind  you  all  here  that  this  city  was  here 

5 

I  thank  you  very  much  for  your  participation  thia 

6 

long  before  the  Air  Force  and  it's  going  to  be  here  long 

6 

evening  and  for  giving  us  the  benefit  of  your  views  and  for 

7 

after  the  Air  Force  is  gone. 

7 

your  unique  perspectives  about  this  particular  proposal. 

8 

Let's  not  sell  out  our  state  for  the  profitering  of 

8 

It's  our  pleasure  and  ay  pleasure  to  be  here  in 

9 

a  few  or  short  term  gain  of  the  boom  and  bust  cycle.  Will 

9 

your  state. 

10 

you  claim  to  love  Montana  so  well,  should  treat  her  and  her 

10 

Thank  you  again  very  much  for  coming. 

11 

future  accordingly.  Let  us  all  tell  the  Air  Force  ar  any 

11 

12 

who  would  desspoil  her  for  short  term  gains  that  wc  welcome 

12 

(Proceedings  concluded  at  10:15  p.m.) 

13 

progress  but  never  again  at  the  price  nuclear  .apons  would 

13 

14 

make  us  pay. 

14 

15 

Thank  you. 

15 

16 

COL-  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Fay  Jergeson. 

16 

17 

Apparently  he's  no  longer  here. 

17 

18 

I  have  gotten  to  the  bottom  of  both  stacks  now.  I 

18 

19 

want  to  thank  all  of  you  for  coining  out  tonight  --  or  for 

19 

20 

staying  with  us.  I  do  want  assure  you  at  least  In  my 

20 

21 

experience  your  views  as  they  are  submitted,  number  one 

21 

22 

become  a  part  of  the  final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  and 

22 

23 

total  record,  the  verbatim  record  of  this  transcript. 

23 

24 

And  number  two,  they  are  seriously  regarded  both  by 

m 

24 

25 

the  Air  Force  and  the  Department  of  Defense,  and  on  over  to 

■'■s. 

25 
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1 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMRACT  ANALVSZS 

, 

Ballistic  Missile  System,  within  Minutenan  launch  facilities 

PROCESS 

2 

in  north  central  Montana. 

< 

PUBLIC  HBARINO 

.« 

This  particular  Proposal  has,  as  some  of  you  know,  has 

* 

July  23,  1987  -  7:00  P.  M. 

4 

been  the  subject  already  of  Scoping  Meetings,  that  is. 

BE  IT  REMEMBERED  that  th«  above-entitled  Public 

meetings  that  were  held  in  various  locations,  including 

Conrad,  some  months  ago.  The  purpose  of  which  was  to  identi 

Hearing  came  on  regularly  pursuant  to  notice  before  Colonel 
Matt  Bristol,  Hearing  Officer,  u.  s.  A.  F..  on  the  23rd  day 
of  July,  1987  at  the  hour  of  7:00  P.  M. .  at  the  HeadcMlark 

fy  issues,  possible  areas  where  in  this  Proposal  might  impac 

Elenientaty  School,  Conrad,  Montana; 

R 

upon  the  environment  of  the  local  area.  So,  that  took  place 

9 

and  then  something  was  published  in  June  called  a  "Draft 

lu 

APPEARANCES: 

iO 

Environmental  Impact  Statement"  and  these  hearings  are  the 

n 

Col.  Bristol.  U.  S,  A.  F. 

Lt.  Col.  Walsh,  U.  S.  A.  F 

n 

opportunity  to  get  your  input  into  what  will  be  the  Final 

ij 

Lt.  Col.  Isaacson.  U.  S.  A.  F 

Kaj .  van  Ness,  U.  S.  a.  F. 

12 

Environmental  Impact  Statement,  and  the  package  of  infonns' 

1  i 

Dr.  Mathur,  Tetra  Tech,  Inc. 

Dr.  Kraner,  Tetra  Tech.  Inc. 

n 

tion  that  will  serve  as  the  basis  for  the  decision  by  our 

14 

.m  Benson.  Tetra  Tech.  Inc. 

Robert  Gresczyk,  Court  Reporter 

14 

government  as  to  what  to  do  in  reference  to  this  Proposal. 

ifi 

is 

Whether  to  implement  it  and,  if  so,  precisely  how  to  imple- 

Ih 

16 

ment  it. 

IT 

BY  COL.  BRISTOL: 

17 

The  key  thing  is  that  you  have  to  have  adequate  infor- 

18 

Good  evening.  Ladies  and  Gentlemen.  My  name  is  Matt 

IS 

mation  about  the  system,  as  much  information  as  the  Air 

19 

Bristol  and  I'm  an  Air  Force  Military  Judge  and  I  was  based 

19 

Force  knows  now,  in  order  to  put  yourself  in  an  optimum  posi 

20 

in  Washington  and  I  was  asked  by  a  Judge  Advocate  General  in 

20 

tion  to  give  an  informed  input  into  this  System,  into  this 

21 

Washington  to  come  out  to  Montana  this  week  and  to  preside 

21 

particular  Proposal.  So,  tonight's  hearing  is  going  to  have 

22 

as  the  Hearing  Officer  at  a  series  of  a  total  of  six  public 

•22 

two  parts.  The  first  part,  Lt.  Col.  Peter  Walsh,  and  certai 

21 

hearings  held  under  the  authority  of  the  National  Environmen 

members  of  his  staff,  are  going  to  be  available,  and  Col. 

24 

tal  Policy  Act  into  an  Air  Force  Proposal  to  deploy  and 

24 

Walsh  IS  going  to  brief  you  on  this  particular  Proposal  as 

2S 

operate  in  peace  time  the  Small  I.  C.  B.  M.,  Intercontinental 

o> 

N 

26 

It  stands  right  now.  The  second  part  will  have  a  short 
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recess,  and  1  hope  most  of  you  got  these  comment  sheets  as 

1 

Chat  are  too  simple  or  ought  not  to  be  asked.  If  it's  on 

you  came  in  the  door.  I  would  like  to  ask  you  to  fill  them 

•-' 

your  mind,  it's  good  enough  for  me.  We  want  you  to  ask  it  ant 

out  if  you  would  like  to  either  ask  a  question  or  make  a  com 

' 

get  It  answered  if  at  all  possible.  There  may  be  questions 

ment,  or  you  can  see  from  looking  at  them,  you  can  also  use 

4 

that  we  can't  answer  tonight  for  one  of  two  reasons.  One  is 

this  just  to  register  your  participation  in  this  meeting. 

that  maybe  it's  one  that  wasn’t  contemplated,  in  which  case 

rve.i  though  you  might  not  want  to  speak  on  the  record,  you 

- 

It  will  be  answered  for  the  record  because  we  want  to  giv( 

car  also  use  it  to  request  a  copy  of  either  the  Draft  or  the 

7 

an  accurate  answer  above  all,  not  just  a  shoot-f rom-the-hip 

Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement.  You  can  actually  use 

guess  type  of  answer.  Secondly,  it  may  call  for  classified 

It  as  a  written  statement  input  without  saying  anything  on 

■' 

and  something  that  has  to  go  back  and  be  studied  and  an  an- 

the  record  tonight.  And,  your  statement,  your  input,  will 

10 

swer  given  very  carefully  in  an  unclassified  mode  that 

be  a  part  of  this  total  information  package  that  goes  forwar' 

11 

doesn’t  Inadvertently  disclose  sensitive  information  that  we 

with  our  Hearing  Transcript  as  we  develop  the  Final  Environ- 

12 

don't  want  to  be  given  on  public  record  that  the  Soviets  or 

mental  Impact  Statement.  As  you  probably  can  gather,  1 

n 

someone  else  might  get  access  to. 

don't  know  n-’-h  about  this  Proposal.  I'm  in  Court  everyday. 

14 

I  understand  Mayor  Tom  Hammerbacker  is  here  tonight 

I  was  just  asked  to  come  in  as  someone  who  doesn't  know  a- 

IS 

and  asked  me  to  make  a  few  welcoming  remarks.  I  hope  I  Pro- 

bout  the  Proposal,  and  has  no  connection  with  it,  is  not  the 

IK 

nounced  your  name  right.  Your  Honor,  and  as  one  Your  Honor 

legal  adviser  for  the  people  who  are  pushing  it.  I'm  just 

17 

to  another,  I  would  give  you  this  opportunity  nw  to  say  a 

somebody  who's  here  to  make  sure,  so  the  man  in  the  middle-- 

IM 

few  welcoming  remarks  now  if  you  would  like  to.  It's  our 

to  make  sure  that  you  have  your  opportunity  to  be  heard,  to 

19 

pleasure  to  be  here  and  it's  my  pleasure  to  come  to  this 

get  your  questions  answered  and  to  have  the  opportunity 

20 

State  from  which  my  wife’s  family  came  anyway.  It's  the 

that  the  law  contemplates  to  have  a  significant  input  into 

21 

first  chance  I’ve  had  to  come  here. 

this  process. 

a 

MAYOR  TOM  HAMMERBACKER 

It's  going  to  be  very  informal  and  I  don't  want  any  of 

21 

Thank  you.  On  behalf  of  the  City  of  Conrad.  I  would 

you  to  hesitate  to  get  up  and  to  ask  questions  at  the  appro- 

24 

like  to  take  this  opportunity  to  welcome  everyone  in  atten- 

priate  time  or  to  make  a  statement.  There  are  no  questions 

O 

-26 

dance  tonight,  and  thank  you  for  coming  down.  I  would  also 

3 

> 

u 

4 
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like  to  th«nk  all  tna  folks  front  ths  Air  Force  here  and  I 
think  I  recognise  some  of  the  Tetra  Tech  people  and  I  would 
like  to  say  thank  you  for  coming  and  welcome  to  our  City. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Mr. 
Mayor,  thank  you  vary  much. 


Some  people  have  found  this  form  somewhat  intimidating 
Please  just  treat  it  as  an  idiot  type  of  form.  Because 
I  made  it,  the  forms  that  X  make  are  usually  quite  simple 

because  that's  about  as  far  as  i  can  go.  But,  there  isn't 

any  magic  to  it.  The  main  things  are  just  to  get  the  check 
if  you  want  to  ask  a  question  or  if  you  want  to  make  verbal 
n  convnents.  Because,  what  I'll  do.  I'll  collect  these  at  the 

14  recess,  all  the  ones  that  want  to  ask  a  question  X'll  put  in 

15  one  stack,  and  the  ones  that  want  to  make  a  statement  I'll 

16  put  in  another  stack,  and  those  that  are  both  will  go  in  to 

the  question  stack  initially,  we  will  take  them  one  at  a 

18  time  until  all  the  questions  are  answered  and  then  we'll  go 

19  into  the  statements.  And,  I'll  go  down  the  stack  starting 

M  with  public  officials  and  then  with  designated  spokespersons 

21  of  private  organisations,  each  of  which  will  get  five  minute 

23  for  the  statements,  and  then  private  cititens  will  get  three 

£1  And,  1  know  that  if  there  is  more  time,  we'll  have  trnre  time 

24  and  I'll  give  you  more  time  to  the  speakers,  but  the  main 
26  idea  though  in  setting  time  limits  is  just  to  give  a  fair. 
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1 

I'm  responsible  for  the  preparation  of  the  Draft  Environmen¬ 

tal  Impact  Statement.  And,  the  purpose  of  this  presentation 

tonight  ia  to  provide  you  an  overview  of  what  are  the  main 

1 

findlnga  in  that  Draft  Statement.  However,  before  we  get 

■ 

to  that  particular  issue,  Z  first  wish  to  review  the  events 

" 

that  led  to  the  Presidential  decision  to  deploy  Small 

ICBN'a  at  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Baae.  Then  X  shall  briefly  de¬ 

>• 

scribe  the  baaing  mode  and  explain  the  proposed  actions  and 

the  alternatives  that  are  analyzed  in  the  document. 

ID 

1  shall  next  explain  the  procedures  chat  are  required 

II 

by  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  and  then  describe 

J.' 

the  impacts  themselves  and  their  significance. 

1  1 

We  also  shall  look  at  the  conclusions  derived  from  our 

14 

analysis  of  system  safety  and,  lastly,  we  will  look  at  the 

IS 

mitigations  and  how  they  may  be  implemented  to  reduce  the 

16 

impacts  that  wa  have  identified. 

17 

1  Now  many  of  you  may  recall  from  my  presentation  in 

18 

1 

1  April  when  1  described  that  in  January  of  1963  the  President 

19 

established  the  Scowerott  Conniaaion  to  look  at  the  entire 

20 

U.  S.  strategic  Modernization  Program.  And,  there  are  three 

21 

recommendations  chat  came  out  of  that  Comniaaion's  work  that 

■a 

are  of  import  to  ua  tonight.  The  first  was  to  deploy 

23 

100  Peacekeeper  Misalles  at  F.  E.  Warren  Air  Force  Baae. 

24 

The  second  was  to  initiate  research  and  devalopment  on  a 

25 

Small  ICBM  to  be  deployed  either  in  hard  alios  or  in  a  mobll 

7 

ce 

> 

U 
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equitable  allocation  of  the  total  time  among  all  individuala 
I  so  thst  sveryone  hss  s  fair  chance  to  be  heard. 

We  have  a  Court  Reportar  with  ut.  He  gave  me  hit  name 
and  Z  know  I'm  going  to  pronounce  it  right.  Bob  Greaezyk. 

He'a  taking  down  every  word  that's  spoken  and  he's  going  to 
I  make  a  transcript  just  like  a  la«/yer'a  deposition  or  what 
have  you.  Everything  that's  said  will  be  part  of  the 
record  tonight.  And.  to  please,  when  you  speak,  if  you 
I  apeak,  preface  your  remarks,  you  will  be  using  a  microphone 
like  this  one,  with  a  clear  ttat««ent  of  your  name  and  if 
you're  a  public  official,  the  office  that  you  hold  and  if 
you're  a  representative  of  a  private  organization,  the  name 
j  of  that  organization.  And,  if  your  name  ia  aomething 
other  than  Jones,  Smith,  or  Johnson,  then  the  odds  are  that 
1  can't  spell  it  and,  so,  it  would  be  helpful  to  both  the 
I  Court  Reporter  and  I  if  you  would  spell  your  name  for  the  re- 
'  cord  each  time  you  speak. 

i  Without  any  further  introductory  remarks,  let  me  intro* 

duce  Lt.  Col.  Peter  Walah  who  will  be  giving  tonight's 
briefing. 

BRIEFING 

Bv  Lt.  Col.  Peter  Walsh; 

Good  evening.  Ladles  and  OentleiMn.  Z  am  Peter  walth. 

I  am  the  Director  of  the  Environmental  Planning  for  the  Air 
I  Force  Regional  Civil  Engineer,  and  in  that  particular  capacit 
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configuration.  And,  lastly,  they  were  recenmendittg,  or  the 
recomnendatlon  was  to  continue  the  arms  negotiations.  Both 
the  President  end  the  Congress  fully  endorsed  the  reconsoen- 
dations  of  the  Commlsalon.  And,  in  fact,  in  the  1984  D.  0.  X . 
Authorization  Act,  Congress  directed  the  Air  Force  to  pursue 
a  1992  Initial  operating  capability  date  for  this  misailc. 
Further,  in  the  1986  Authorization  Act,  the  Congress  directe< 
the  Air  Force  to  prepare  a  Legislative  Environmental  impact 
Statement  to  aid  in  the  baaing  mode  selection  and  in  the  de¬ 
ployment  area  selection,  to  be  followed  by  an  Admlnistratiiire 
E.  I.  s.  to  aid  in  site  specific  decisions,  we’re  in  the  midi  t 
of  the  preparation  of  that  second  document,  the  Adniniatrativ  • 
EnviroTUDental  Impact  Statement.  In  that  same  Act,  Congress 
directed  that  the  Air  Force  cap  the  Peacekeeper  deploy¬ 
ment  at  F.  E.  Warren  at  SO  missiles  and  ask  the  President  to 
come  back  with  a  more  survivable  basing  mode  for  the  second 
SO  Peacekeeper  Misalles.  That  particular  recommendation  alsc 
has  a  bearing  on  the  document  that  we're  reviewing  tonight. 

From  this  point  on  I  shall  deacri-«  for  the  actions 
taken  by  the  Air  Force  to  implement  the  directions  of  both 
the  Congress  and  the  President. 

On  this  particular  chart  we  are  showing  three  miasilea. 
The  one  on  your  left  it  the  Hinuteman  Missile  that  is  current* 
ly  deployed,  weighing  76,000  pounds  and  capabla  of  carrying 
three  warheaoa.  In  the  middle,  you  have  the  Peacekeeper 
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1 

Missile  weighing  195.000  pounds  and  capable  of  carrying  up 

1 

Cion  of  the  disbursed  nature  of  these  silos  and  the  ability 

CO  ten  warheads.  This  is  presently  being  deployed  at  F.  E. 

for  the  Hard  Nobile  Launchers  to  gain  access  to  the  large 

• 

Warren.  And,  then,  on  your  right,  we  have  a  Small  ICBM  whit 

1 

■ 

quantities  of  land  upon  notice  of  a  soviet  attack.  For  the 

1 

now  weighs  about  37,000  pounds  and  is  capable  of  carrying  be 

t 

second  operational  concept  there  was  one  major  attribute  tha 

one  warhead,  we  are  now  in  the  midst  of  research  and  deve* 

was  very  significant  in  the  final  selection  and  that  is 

• 

lopment  or  full  scale  development  of  this  particular  missile. 

there  was  considerable  savings  in  both  costs  of  construction 

In  accordance  with  the  Congressional  directiors,  the 

and  in  manpower  due  to  the  use  of  the  existing  infrastructur 

- 

Air  Force  looked  at  two  basic  basing  modes  for  the  Small 

“ 

existing  at  the  Minuteman  Bases. 

■■ 

ICBM.  The  first  involved  the  placement  of  the  missile  in 

■■ 

The  Legislative  EIS  was  prepared  in  accordance  with  th 

ID 

hard  silos  that  were  capable  of  carrying--absorbing  over- 

lU 

Congressional  direction  and  it  was  filed  with  the  Environnen 

n 

pressures  well  in  excess  of  those  now  capable  by  the  Minute- 

II 

tal  Protection  Agency  in  November  of  last  year,  with  the  ai 

1- 

man  Silos.  The  second  basing  mode  involved  the  placement  of 

of  that  EIS,  the  President  was  able  to  make  his  decision,  an 

1 1 

the  Small  ICBM  in  Hard  Mobile  Launchers  and  whose  survivabi- 

I  < 

as  you  may  recall,  he  decided  to  go  with  the  Minuteman  Basin 

M 

lity  would  be  assured  through  mobility  and  the  ability  to 

H 

and  he  identified  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base  as  the  initial 

IS 

withstand  significant  overpressures. 

IS 

operating  capability  base.  He  also  identified  F.  E.  Warren 

Ih 

For  the  Hard  Mobile  basing,  there  were  two  operational 

16 

Air  Force  Base  and  Ellsworth  Air  Force  Bases  as  other  loca- 

17 

concepts  chat  were  considered.  The  first  envisioned  the 

17 

tions  where  missiles  could  be  deployed  in  this  basing  mode. 

18 

frequent  movement  of  the  Hard  Mobile  Launchers  within  a  larg 

i 

18 

He  further  reserved  the  option  to  deploy,  in  the  Random 

19 

military  reservation.  These  reservations  were  primarily 

19 

Movement  Basing  Mode,  and  for  this  basing  mode  he  identified 

20 

located  in  the  southwestern  portion  of  the  United  states. 

20 

the  Texas*Hew  Mexico  uomplex  and  the  Arizona  Complex  as 

21 

The  survivability  of  these  vehicles  was  further  enhanced  by 

21 

potential  basing  for  deployment  areas.  The  exact  number  of 

« 

their  ability  to  dash  off  the  reservation  on  notice  of  a 

Ti 

missiles  to  be  deployed  would  be  dependent  upon  the  threat 

21 

Soviet  attack.  The  second  operational  concept  involved  the 

21 

and,  of  course,  the  continuing  arms  negotiations. 

24 

placement  of  these  same  Hard  Mobile  Launchers  on  existing 

24 

At  this  particular  point,  I  would  like  to  go  into  some 

2& 

Minuteman  Silos.  Survivability  was  achieved  from  a  combina- 

O 

C-i 

2S 

detail  as  to  the  operational  concept  that  will  go  along  with 
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the  President's  decision.  Basically,  this  envisions  placing 

t 

military  personnel.  The  increase  in  military  personnel  will 

Hard  Mobile  Launchers  within  shelters  to  be  constructed  at 

occur  over  a  seven  year  period  as  shown  in  this  particular 

selected  Minuteman  Launch  Facilities.  The  Launchers  would 

■' 

chart.  Now,  each  launch  facility  will  be  enlarged  to  accon* 

remain  in  their  shelters  except  for  occasional  trips  back  to 

modate  the  construction  of  the  shelter  and  personnel  support 

the  main  operating  base  for  major  maintenance,  we  estimate. 

facilities.  In  the  EIS,  we  assume  that  between  1.5  and  2.5 

at  this  particular  time,  that  would  be  about  one  trip  per 

acres  of  land  would  be  required  to  support  this  construction 

year.  During  those  trips,  the  vehicle  will  be  reconfigured 

However,  since  the  time  that  this  analysis  was  completed,  we 

so  that  It  meets  the  State  Highway  Standards  for  axle 

- 

have  finished  other  studies  that  determine  that  we  only  need 

loads.  The  security  for  the  system  will  be  provided  by.  of 

■■ 

between  .1  and  1.6  acres  per  launch  facility  to  accommodate 

course,  the  drivers  that  are  going  to  be  stationed  with  the 

"■ 

this  particular  requirement. 

Launcher,  fencing,  time  delay  mech4nisms  that  are  built  in 

II 

Another  area  that  is  of  qreat  concern  perhaps  to  many 

to  the  Hard  Mobile  Launcher  and  security  response  teams.  Th< 

IJ 

people  here  tonight  is  the  expansion  of  the  safety  zones  a- 

main  operating  base  will  provide  the  personnel  support  facili 

- 

1 1 

round  each  of  the  silos.  Presently,  the  Minuteman  has  a 

ties  and  the  technical  support  facilities,  as  well  as.  a 

.4 

safety  zone  of  1,200  feet.  For  the  earth  covered  igloos, 

training  area  for  the  Hard  Nobile  Launchers  drivers.  It 

IS 

that  safety  zone  would  be  expanded  to  1,250  feet.  And.  as 

snould  be  emphasized  here  that  these  vehicles  will  not  be  us< 

i 

I). 

you  will  see  later  on,  for  some  of  the  other  options  the 

for  any  training  on  the  Montana  roads.  It  should  also  be 

<■ 

safety  zones  are  even  larger,  when  we  expand  the  safety  zoni 

noted  here  that  the  drivers  are  solely  responsible  for  the 

H 

the  Air  Force  will  require  or  acquire  a  restricted  easement 

movement  of  the  vehicle  and  they  are  rot  involved  in  the 

I'* 

which  will  basically  allow  all  farming  activities  to  continui 

launch  sequence  at  all. 

on  that  land,  but  would  just  prohibit  the  landowner  from 

In  the  EIS  we  looked  at  the  proposed  action,  three  Sys- 

JI 

building  any  Inhabited  facility,  one  of  the  concerns  that 

tern  Alternatives  and  a  No  Action  Alternative,  the  proposed 

was  raised  during  the  Scoping  Meeting  was  the  fact  that  ther< 

action  provides  for  the  deploymen':  of  200  Hard  Mobile  Laun- 

21 

are  already  homes  built  that  could  be  encompassed  by  the  ex- 

chers  to  be  sheltered  in  earth  covered  igloos  at  100  launch 

24 

panded  safety  zones,  well,  I  can  tell  you  tonight,  since  we 

facilities.  The  proposed  action  will  require  about  3,100 

2i 

have  done  our  analyses,  we  have  been  able  to  meet  our 

U 

> 

u 

12 
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» 

Operational  requirments  and  have  been  able  to  avoid  use  of 

thoae  launch  facilities  that  would  have  hotnes  within  the  ex- 

panded  safety  tone. 

4 

Another  major  action  or  action  that  we  have  to  take  in 

deploying  this  System,  is  the  upgrade  of  the  existing  roads 

and  bridges.  Now,  we  have  already  Initiated  a  process  with 

the  State  Highway  Department  for  determining  the  type  of  up- 

grade  that  will  be  accomplished,  what  the  Air  Force  has  don< 

■' 

at  this  time,  has  prepared  a  Defense  Access  Roads  Needs  Re- 

ID 

port.  In  this  particular  document,  we  Identify  the  conCiguri 

n 

tion  of  our  vehicle  and  the  roads  which  we  wish  to  use  for 

11 

the  movement  of  that  particular  vehicle.  It  is  then  up  to 

\t 

the  State  Highway  Department,  working  with  the  Federal  High- 

u 

way  Department,  to  determine  how  they  can  meet  our  needs,  ai 

1.9 

'  well  as,  look  after  the  interest  of  the  people  of  Montana. 

IK 

And,  to  Sid  the  State  ir  making  this  assessment,  the  Air 

17 

Force  has  given  the  Highway  Department  a  stiphend  of 

18 

S2OO,0O0.0Q.  The  assessment  should  be  completed  by  November 

19 

at  which  time  the  Air  Force  will  start  negotiating  with  the 

’JO 

State  what  are  the  actions  chat  we  will  be  taking  and  the 

J1 

design  should  begin  next  year. 

•J2 

On  the  base  itself,  we  could  be  building  up  to  about 

S.7 

1,700  units  of  military  family  housing  units  on  the  northwcstj 

24 

side  of  the  base  and  we  will  be  building  personnel  support 

facilities  on  the  msc  side  of  the  base  and  technical  support 
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fAcilitica  on  the  eaac  aide  of  the  baae  and  a  vehicle  tratni ig 
area  on  aboot  600  acrea  of  land  to  bo  acquired  on  the  eaat 
aide  of  the  base.  The  total  coat  of  this  project  la  about 
fl  billion  dollars,  with  the  peak  year  expenditure 
in  L9fi,  f 215,000, 000. 00.  The  tull-tlmt  civilian  effiploymenc 
would  peak  at  1,100  people  in  1992. 

Now,  1  mentioned  earlier  that  we  looked  at  Alternative  i 
in  the  EIS.  I  will  quickly  auranarite  what  they  were.  The 
first  Alternative  entails  the  deployment  of  200  miasilca  on 
pre-engineered  faciiiciea  at  lOU  L.  P.’s,  or  launch  faci* 
lities.  Now,  this  requires  the  lowest  number  of  military 
personnel,  but  we  entail  the  largest  safety  sone.  In  this 
particular  case,  the  safety  zone  was  1,795  feet  from  the 
shelter  but,  again,  we're  able  to  select  launch  facilities 
that  were  avoided  impacts  on  inhabited  homes.  System  Alter* 
native  2  provides  for  the  deployment  of  250  Hard  Mobile 
Launchers  in  earth  covered  igloos  and  has  the  highest  of  re* 
quireiwnt  for  military  personnel.  And,  System  Alternative 
No.  1  requires  the  deployment  of  200  Hard  Mobile  Launchers 
at  200  launch  facilities.  This  Is  the  one  instance  in  which 
we  had  no  option  and  that  we  would,  in  this  case.  Impact 
homes  at  25  launch  facilities. 

Now  the  pre-engineered  building  that  we've  been  talki  ig 
about  might  look  something  like  this  shown  in  this  illustratio  i. 
Now,  we  initiated  the  preparation  of  this  EIS  early  In  1967. 
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We  started  scoping  with  State  and  Federal  agenciea  and  we  alio 
had  a  series  of  Scoping  Meetings  here  in  Conrad,  in  Helena, 
Great  Falls,  and  Lewistown.  And.  the  purpose  of  those 
Scoping  Meetings  was  to  identify  issues  that  should  be  ad-  \ 
dressed  in  the  EIS.  Ue  released  the  Draft  EIS  to  the  Envitor- 
mental  Protection  Agency  on  the  23rd  of  June  and,  at  the  sairw 
time,  made  it  available  to  the  public,  and  it  was  sent  to 
I  all  those  that  attended  the  Scoping  Meetings.  The  public 
has  until  the  21st  of  August  to  make  connent  on  this  particu¬ 
lar  document  and  during  this  particular  comment  period,  we'r< 
holding  a  series  of  Public  Hearings.  Now,  in  this  case  we’re 
having  six  Public  Hearings  and  the  leason  that  we’ve  added 
two  locations  was  in  effect  a  response  to  the  very  eloquent 
;  plea  that  was  made  in  Conrad  during  the  Scoping  Meetings  that 
!  additional  locations  should  be  included.  So,  for  these 
Public  Hearings,  we  have  included  Augusta  and  Harlowton. 

Now,  one  of  the  reasons  why  we  have  a  cut  off  date  for  the 
I  public  cofmnent.  is  to  allow  the  Air  Force  sufficient  time  to 
properly  analyze  those  comments  to  make  the  appropriate 
changes  to  the  EIS.  and  then  publish  a  document  in  time  to 
meet  Congressional  milestones- 

Now,  the  EIS  addresses  the  environmental  consequences 
of  the  deployment  and  peace  time  operation  of  the  Small 
ICBM.  Now,  recently  there  was  a  decision  made  to  deploy  a 
I  Air  Refueling  wing  at  Nalmstrom  Air  Force  Base  and  a  seperatc 


environmental  assessment  was  made  before  this  decision  was 
made.  And,  the  impacts  associated  with  that  deployment  are 
incorporated  in  the  baseline  or  No  Action  Conditions  in  the 
EIS.  You  may  also  be  aware  that  the  President,  in  Fesruacy, 
identified  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base  as  a  candidate  location 
for  the  deployment  of  the  Peacekeeper  in  a  Rail  Garrison 
basing  mode.  The  consequences  of  this  deployment  or  the 
cumulative  consequences  of  this  deployment,  in  addition  to 
the  Small  iCBM,  are  also  included  in  this  document.  It 
should  be  noted,  however,  that  if  Congress  continues  to  sup¬ 
port  the  Peacekeeper  in  the  Rail  Garrison  basing  mode,  a 
separate  EIS  will  be  prepared  later  to  aid  in  the  final 
selection  of  the  deployment  locations.  Now,  in  the  EIS  it¬ 
self,  we've  divided  our  analyses  into  twelve  resource  cate¬ 
gories  and  in  addition  to  that  we  looked  at  the  safety  consi 
derations.  For  each  resource,  we  looked  at  the  full  geogra¬ 
phic  extent  of  the  impacts,  but  then  having  completed  that 
iM  analyses,  we  focused  on  those  areas  where  the  impacts  were 
19  most  pronounced,  we  also  made  a  determination  of  the  signi¬ 
ficance  of  an  impact.  This  is  another  term.  This  is  an 
environmental  term  which  can  be  substituted  for  importance 
or  areas  of  concern.  And,  in  order  to  identify  issues  of 
significance  or  Impacts  of  significance,  we  worked  with  the 
State  and  Local  authorities,  as  well  as,  using  criteria 
established  within  the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality. 
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, 

And,  lastly,  we  Identify  whether  an  impact  was  going  to  1 

e 

1 

construction.  But,  both  in  the  construction  phase  of  the 

of  short  or  long  duration.  Now,  i  should  point  out,  at  this 

- 

program  and  in  the  operational  phase  of  the  program,  we  wouli 

' 

time,  with  my  experience  in  preparing  Environmental  Impact 

' 

require  about  1,290  indirect  workers.  Now,  indirect  workers 

1 

Statements,  the  impact  associated  with  this  deployment  are 

4 

would  be  those  people  that  would  be  supporting  either  the 

minor  and  with  judicious  action  both  by  the  Air  Force  and 

construction  work  or  the  operational  force.  They  could  be 

by  the  Location  jurisdictions,  we  probably  can  implement 

additional  school  teachers  that  were  hired,  the  additional 

mitigations  that  will  eliminate  all  the  impacts  I'm  going  to 

police  force  that  is  hired,  the  social  services  that  are 

identify  this  evening.  However,  we  shouldn't  overlook  those 

hired,  etc. 

’• 

areas.  The  areas  of  greatest  concern  to  us  are  involved 

•t 

It's  our  conclusion,  based  on  our  analyses,  that  over 

socioeconomics  pTimaiily  housing  and  public  finance  and. 

lu 

60%  of  the  jobs  that  we  have  identified  could  be  satisfied  oi 

II 

of  course,  transportation. 

II 

could  be  filled  from  the  local  area.  This  would  bring  about 

tJ 

Now,  in  socioeconomics,  we  looked  at  six  different 

12 

a  1%  reduction  in  the  unemployment  rate  in  the  region.  The 

M 

elements.  They  were  regional  economic  base,  demographics. 

1  ( 

proposed  action  is  expected  to  create  about  9990,000,000.00 

14 

housing,  education,  public  services,  and  public  finance. 

14 

worth  of  new  spending  in  the  deployment  area  in  the  years 

IS 

For  the  economic  base,  we  looked  at  the  entire  nine  county 

15 

between  1990  and  2005.  And,  in  addition  to  that,  the  com- 

16 

region,  but  for  the  other  areas  we  focused  on  Conrad,  Great 

t« 

bined  spending  of  military  personnel  and  the  Malmatrom  Con- 

17 

Falls,  and  Lewistown.  In  the  economic  baae,  we  looked 

11 

tracting  Office,  would  put  about  $63,000,000.00  per  year  inti 

IS 

at  the  labor  force,  employment,  unemployment,  and  income. 

18 

the  economy  of  this  region. 

19 

A  ccxnparison  was  made  of  what  labor  waa  required  to  conatruct 

19 

In  demographics,  w  looked  at  the  annual  estimates  of 

20 

our  proqram  and  what  labor  was  available  in  the  reqion  to 

2U 

the  coimiunity  populations  and  assessed  the  potential  for  as- 

21 

satisfy  our  needs.  And,  naturally,  the  hiqher  the  proportiot 

21 

similatlng  inmigrating  population.  Host  of  the  population 

22 

of  our  needs  that  could  be  satisfied  from  the  local  area.  th4 

22 

growth  associated  with  this  program  will  occur  in  Cascade 

2.1 

more  benefits  to  the  local  area,  and  also,  the  less  innlqra- 

21 

County.  And,  primarily  the  Great  Palls  urban  area.  The 

24 

tion  that  would  occur.  As  identified  earlier,  in  a  peak 

24 

peak  inmigrating  military  population  will  be  about  6,100 

25 

year,  we  would  require  about  1,100  workers  for  direct 

Oi 

cu 

25 

people  and  they  will  stabilise  at  about  7,600  people  in  the 

17 

18 
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year  2000.  This  will  be  the  military  personnel  and  their 
dependents.  This  would  raise  the  military  population  in 
Great  Falls  from  about  10,700  people,  which  it  is  right  now, 
to  about  18,300  people.  And,  this  would  represent  about  24% 
of  that  population  of  Great  Falls.  And,  with  its  different 
demographic  characteristics  in  age.  income,  and  geographic 
origin,  etc.,  we  have  identified  this  as  a  significant  im-* 
pact . 

We  looked  at  housing  in  the  area  to  see  what  was  avail 
able  and  whether  the  private  sector  could  respond  to  the 
needs  caused  by  this  particular  program.  Now,  it  should  be 
noted  here  that  it  is  the  Air  Force  Policy  to  rely  on  the 
private  sector  for  housing.  And,  only  if  the  private 
sector  can  not  provide  or  respond  to  the  needs  of  the  mili¬ 
tary,  will  then  the  Air  Force  supply  the  housing  re¬ 
quirements  either  through  the  construction  of  military  famil^ 
housing  or  through  some  other  Federal  program.  In  our  analy 
ses  of  housing,  we  determined  that  during  the  construction 
phase,  there  were  sufficient  demands  or  the  demand  for  hoteli 
motels,  and  permanent  housing  will  be  sufficient  to  satisfy 
the  needs  and,  of  course,  this  should  be  an  obvious  conclu¬ 
sion  since  most  of  the  jobs  can  be  satisfied  in  the  local 
area  so  that  there  should  be  a  small  inmigxation  during  that 
particular  period.  However,  during  the  operational  years,  w^ 
discovered  that  the  private  sector  could  not  respond  to  the 


needs,  they  could  not  provide  housing  at  a  rate  that  would  b« 
affordable  by  many  of  the  military  personnel.  So,  It  will 
be  necessary  for  the  Air  Force  to  build  sotne  military  family 
housing  units  or  provide  that  housing  through  some  other 
Federal  program.  As  you  will  see  later  on,  the  way  in  which 
it's  provided  could  impact  on  education  and  public  finance. 

In  education,  analyses  was  made  of  all  school  systems  to  idei - 
tify  their  capabilities  and  any  shortfalls  that  might  occur 
with  the  inmigrating  population.  The  biggest  impact,  of  course, 
1$  in  the  Great  Falls  School  District  where  there  will  be  an 
additional  1,200  students,  or  an  increase  of  about  9.1%  over 
the  current--over  the  projected  population.  This  will  cause 
the  student-teacher  ratios  to  exceed  State  Standards  without 
appropriate  mitlgative  actiona.  In  other  school  districts, 
including  the  one  here  in  Conrad,  we  expect  the  enrollments 
to  increase  by  less  than  SO  students. 

Tii  Public  Services,  we  looked  at  the  capacities  of  the 
existing  public  service  institutions  and  to  identify  any 
shortages  that  would  occur  in  providing  services  to  the  in- 
migrating  population.  Across  the  board,  we  found  that  there 
would  be  a  slight  increase  .'n  demand  for  public  servicea. 
primarily  in  the  Great  Falls  area,  the  increases  would  vary  I e- 
tween  5  and  10%  and  would  require  some  additional  personnel, 
looking  at  facilities,  we  discovered  that  most  of  the  facili¬ 
ties  throughout  the  area  were  built  for  a  much  larger  popula- 
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cion  and,  choroforo,  could  •aslly  acconnodac*  eh«  n««dc  of 
the  increeaed  population. 

In  Public  Finance,  we  looked  at  the  revenues  and  ex¬ 
penditure*  of  the  affected  }uriadlctions.  Great  Falls. 
Lewiatown.  and  Conrad,  to  see  what  would  happen  with  this 
particular  proposed  action  and  in  all  cases  there  was  in¬ 
creased  revenues  but  you  also  had  to  provide  more  services. 
And,  in  the  case  of  Cascade  County,  in  the  case  of  the  City 
of  Great  Falls,  and  in  the  case  of  the  Great  Falls  School 
District,  we  discovered  that  each  of  those  jurisdictions 
would  suffer  continued  shortfalls  throughout  the  operational 
phase  of  the  program  without  some  mitlgative  action  on  the 
part  of  the  Air  Force,  in  the  case  of  Conrad  and  the  ponder 
County,  we  discovered  that  there  would  be  minimal  impacts  ' 
public  finance. 

In  looking  at  utilities,  we  surveyed  domestic  water 
and  waste  weter  supplies,  solid  waste  collection,  electric 
IH  natursl  gas,  liquid  fuel  distribution  systems,  and  in  all 

19  cases  we  discovered  there  was  more  than  ample  capacity  eithe 

20  existing  or  prograened  to  satisfy  the  needs  of  the  program. 
So,  therefore,  this  area  was  determined  not  to  be  a  signifi¬ 
cant  impact . 

2.1  In  transportation,  we  looked  at  roads,  public  transpor 

24  tation.  railroads,  and  airports.  We  focused  on  roads  because 
■a  those  other  areas  had  very  minimal  impacts.  But.  in  roads. 
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facilities  thst  had  inhabited  home*  within  the  expanded 
safety  zones  in  our  proposed  set  of  launch  facilities. 

In  recreation,  we  looked  at  both  regional  and  Iccsi 
recreation.  We  determined  that  there  was  sufficient  capacit > 
on  the  regional  basis  to  satisfy  the  needs  of  the  program 
and  we  only  identified  shortfalls  within  the  City  of  Great  ! 
Falla  on  some  recreational  facilities,  visual  resources,  we^ 
used  s  ffPdification  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  Visual 
Resources  Management  Methodology  and  we  discovered  that  the 
earth  covered  igloos  would  tend  to  blend  in  with  the  environ 
ment  and,  therefore,  would  not  create  a  significant  impact. 

Under  Cultural  and  Paieontoiogicai  Fescurcos.  we  looke  i 
at  prehistoric,  historic  and  architectura 1 .  Native  American 
and  paleontological  resources.  Prehistoric  sites  wer^  likel 
to  be  affected  by  the  bridge  construction  at  river  crossings 
and,  in  addition,  there  were  38  launch  facilities  that  were 
located  on  land  forma  where  prehistoric  artifacts  are  likely 
to  be  found.  Of  the  bridges  that  could  be  impacted  by  this 
program,  one  was  eligible  for  the  National  Register  of 
Historic  Pisces  and  six  are  potentially  eligible.  And,  this 
area  is  known  for  some  very  important  fossil  bearing  areas, 
and,  so,  therefor*,  we  could  potentially  destruct  materials, 
disturb  materisls,  thst  are  important  to  the  scientific  com¬ 
munity.  Now,  there  are  many  Native  Americans  that  have  ties! 
to  this  area  and  w«  corresponded  with  several  of  those  groups 
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we  found  there  wss  going  to  be  considerable  congestion  witftii 
the  Greet  Fells  ares,  primarily  during  the  construction 
phase,  but  possibly  slso  in  the  operational  phase  if  housing 
was  provided  by  the  private  sector  or  by  those  other  Federal 
programs  that  i  talked  about.  Furthcrsiore,  the  transportation 
routes  throughout  the  entire  region  could  be  disrupted  as  we! 
go  about  upgrading  the  roads  and  bridges  and  this  would  oc-  ^ 
cur  over  a  seven  year  period.  Cf  course,  only  one  geographi' 
cal  region  at  a  time.  Furthermore,  there  could  be  some 
HI  queuing  on  the  roads  as  we  put  additional  vehicles  onto  the 
I)  roads  to  support  the  Small  ICBM  at  the  various  launch  facili 


In  land  use.  we  looked  at  the  effects  of  the  program 
on  urban  and  rural  land  uses.  In  the  case  of  urban  areas, 
we  found  there  wss  sufficient  developable  land  to  satisfy 
the  needs  of  the  program,  in  the  rural  land  use.  we  found 
II  that  impacts  would  be  rather  minimal  aince  we  require  maybe 
!s  between  .1  and  1.6  acres  of  land  chat  would  be  ectuelly  taker 
19  out  of  agricultural  use  at  the  selected  launch  facilities  am  , 
of  course,  the  600  acres  that  would  be  acquired  for  the  con- 
21  I  structlon  of  the  training  area.  One  of  the  biggest  concerns 
that  we've  had  in  the  past  on  land  use  was  the  potential  for 
impacting  inhabited  hones.  In  the  Eis,  we  identified  t.his  ai 
a  potential  for  a  significant  impact,  but,  as  I’ve  already 
identified  to  you,  we  have  been  able  to  avoid  those  launch 
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and  we,  at  this  particular  time,  no  known  sacred  sites  will 
be  disturbed  by  the  construction.  However ,  there  are  some 
sacred  sites  that  could  be  disturbed  both  audibly  cr  visibly^ 

But  the  most  important  concern  cf  the  Native  Americans  was  ! 

I 

the  impact  or  the  possibility  of  encountering  a  buri«*  j 
site.  It  i*  the  pcliey  of  the  Air  Force  that  if  we  do  un-  ! 
cover  an  Indian  burial  site  that  we  will  contact  the  appro-  ; 

priate  traditional  leader*  and  arrange  for  the  reinterreni-  I 

I 

of  the  body  in  accordance  with  their  religious  customs. 

The  impacts  on  vegetation,  wildlife,  aquatic  habitats, 
unique  and  sensitive  habitats,  and  threatened  and  en-langcred 
species  was  studied.  Oversil  the  impsct*  were  determined 
not  to  be  significant.  There  would  be  several  sma.i  aieas 
of  sensitive  vegetation  disturbed  and  there  is  a  possibility 
of  disruption  of  wildlife  habitat*  at  some  areas  where  big 
game  seek  winter  shelter.  However,  the  impact  would  be  re¬ 
latively  small  and  we  found  that  the  populations  01  species 
populations  should  quickly  recover  after  the  disturbance  and 
return  to  their  preconstruction  level*.  There  are  no  unique 
and  sensitive  habitats  thst  should  be  directly  affected  by 
the  program.  There  wiW  be  an  increase  in  hunting  and 
fishing  attributed  to  the  increase  in  migration  or  the  mere  ,*e 
in  population  associated  with  this  program,  but  in  Montana 
there  is  more  than  sufficient  capacity  to  absorb  this  mere*;  ed 
activity.  Section  7  of  the  Endangered  Specie*  Act  of  1987 
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1 

developnent  to  th«t  in  tht  long  tana  thi«  problwi  should  be 

rectified.  There  ere  certein  ecees  throughout  the  region 

i 

where  you  have  very  sensitive  soils  to  erosion  or  mess  move* 

4 

ment,  so  we  have  a  potential  impact  if  we  select  sites  whert 

- 

you  have  those  soils.  Both  in  air  quality  and  noise. 

1 

the  determination  from  this  analysis  was  that  the  impacts 

associated  with  this  program  would  be  minimal  or  not  signi¬ 

M 

ficant  . 

We  will  now  look  at  the  impacts  of  the  alternatives 

iu 

in  comparison  with  the  proposed  action.  Alternative  No. 

11 

1.  as  you  may  recall,  entails  the  deployment  of  200  Hard 

1- 

Mobile  Launchers  in  pre-engineered  buildings.  For  this 

u 

particular  option,  there  were  about  900  military  personnel  la 

ss 

14 

required  and  with  the  reduced  inmigrating  population,  there 

15 

were  going  to  be  3S0  less  students  in  the  Great  Falls  School 

16 

District.  However,  overall  the  isq^cts  were  determined  to 

17 

be  similar,  again,  with  the  emphasis  being  on  transportatior 

1ft 

on  education,  and  on  public  finance.  One  of  the  areas 

that  could  have  been  a  problem  in  this  area  was  the  impacts 

■Si 

on  inhabited  homes,  but  again,  i  emphasize  that  we’ve 

21 

been  able  to  avoid  those  launch  facilities  that  would  have 

22 

those  impacts. 

23 

For  Alternative  2  where  we  looked  at  the  deployment  of 

24 

2 SO  Hard  Mobile  Launchers,  this  would  cause  an  increase  in 

25 

the  military  population  required  to  operate  this  System  and 

Ot 

eu 

26 
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1 

requires  the  evaluation  of  potential  program  impacts  on  a 

threatened  and  endangered  species.  The  Air  Force  has  made 

< 

a  determination  that  there  would  be  no  threat  to  the  continut 

d 

4 

existence  of  such  species  and  the  U.  S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  hai 

concurred  in  that  judgment. 

In  Water  Resources,  we  looked  at  water  use,  surface 

water,  and  ground  water.  The  total  program  requirements 

in  the  construction  years  are  about  800  acre  feet  per  year 

'• 

and  in  the  operation  years,  about  1,S00  acre  feet  per  year. 

1W 

This  is  only  about  .1%  of  the  current  demand  for  the  region 

11 

and  well  within  the  capacities  of  the  various  urban  areas. 

Ij 

Great  falls,  Lewistown,  and  Conrad.  Xn  the  rural  areas,  re¬ 

n 

quirements  would  be  approximately  100  acre  feet  per  year  in 

14 

the  construction  phase  and  about  30  acre  feet  per  year  in  ch« 

IS 

'  operational  phase.  There  should  be  some  impacts  to  surface 

IK 

water,  particularly  attributable  to  bridge  construction  durii 

g 

17 

the  construction  years. 

1ft 

.  In  Geology,  we  looked  at  the  resources  including 

19 

aggregate,  oil,  gas,  and  coal,  and  soils.  Now,  because  of  tht 

20 

high  need  or  the  need  for  a  considerable  amount  of  aggregate 

21 

to  support  the  road  construction,  we  discovered  that  we  may 

22 

stress  the  production  capability  for  aggregate,  particular* 

23 

ly  in  the  Conrad-Shelby  area  and  in  the  Lewistown  area. 

24 

So,  we  identify  significant  impacts  in  the  shore  term. 

25 

1  however,  there  are  sufficient  resources  for  commercial 

eu 
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there  would  be  associated  increases  in  the  socioeconomic 

2 

impacts  primarily. 

' 

in  Alternative  3,  where  we  have  the  deployment  of  200 

4 

KRL's  on  all  20C  launch  facilities,  the  socioeconomic 

impacts  would  be  similar  to  the  proposed  action,  but  as  I 

emphasized  earlier,  we  w^'uld  have  no  option  but  to  impact 

inhabited  fscilities  st  25  sites.  We  would  not  have  the  op¬ 

- 

tion  to  select  other  launch  facilities. 

1 

Now,  we  also  had  to  look  at  the  Ho  Action  Alternative 

10 

in  this  analyses.  In  the  No  Action  Alternative  we  assume 

IT 

that  the  base  continues  to  operate  Ninuteman  and  it  continue^ 

the  air  refueling  wing  operations.  In  this  particular  css< 

>. 

the  military  population  in  Great  Falls  would  remain  at  about 

14 

13%  and  in  the  long  term  the  unemployment  rate  within  the 

IS 

region  would  drop  down  to  about  6%.  We  also  had  to  look  at 

IK 

the  accumulative  impacts  of  Peacekeeper  and  Rail  Garrison  on 

IT 

the  Small  ICBM  Program.  Now.  chere  is  approximately  SlOO  Milli 

)n 

1ft 

dollars  worth  of  military  construction  piogram  work  as¬ 

19 

sociated  with  the  deployment  of  the  Peacekeeper.  This  would 

.11 

entail  that  they  employ  an  additional  220  workers  above  the 

21 

1,100  workers  identified  earl  er.  Approximately  317  militari 

22 

;  personnel  would  be  required  for  the  operational  force.  This 

2. 

would  require  an  inmigrating  population  of  about  700  people 

24 

when  you  include  their  families. 

1  As  a  consequence  of  these  actions,  we  expect  extenuatic 

n 
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1 

1 

Of  the  impact  primarily  in  the  socioeconomic  arena  and  we 

would  expect  the  increase  in  the  school  population  of  about 

t 

10  to  9,  or  10%,  and  there  will  be  a  slight  increase  in  the 

4 

revenue  shortfalls  primarily  again  with  Cascade  County,  the 

I 

i 

City  of  Great  Falls,  and  the  two  Great  Falla  School  Districts 

*■ 

Now,  the  next  ares  I  should  tslk  about  is  safety.  Zt 

should  be  noted  that  in  the  23  years  of  operating  the 

- 

Ninuteman  System,  the  Air  Force  has  never  experienced  a  mlshi 

p 

■' 

in  which  there  has  been,  a  fire  or  explosion.  And.  with  the 

111 

advanced  component  design  associated  with  the  Small  ICBM, 

II 

we  expect  to  enhance  the  overall  safety  of  the  Syston.  How¬ 

IJ 

ever,  as  part  of  the  development  of  this  EIS,  the  Air  Force 

1 1 

IS  required  to  hypothesize  whet  would  be  a  credible,  like 

14 

a  credible  accident,  and  then  to  analyze  what  the  environment 

al 

IS 

consequences  might  be  of  this  particular  accident.  The  ac¬ 

IK 

cident  thet  we  hypothesized  assumed  a  tanker  loaded  with 

IT 

petrol  crashing  into  the  Hard  Mobile  Launcher.  If  the  fire 

IH 

occura--ieBulted  in  fire  and  if  it  was  of  long  enough 

19 

duration  and  if  the  reentry  vehicle  was  broken  open,  there  is 

2.1 

a  chance  that  up  to  1%  of  the  radioactive  material  would  be 

21 

aerosolized  and  released  into  the  atmosphere.  Now,  this 

■22 

could  cause  harm  to  people  located  in  the  immediate  facility 

■2. 

down  wind  of  the  accident.  The  determination  is  that  this 

24 

would  be  increased  deaths  tff  about  14  per  1  million  people  ex¬ 

•25 

posed.  In  addition  to  that,  the  clean  up  costs  associated 

9) 

CW 

28 
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With  thlN  accident  would  bo  conoitdoroblo.  wo'ro  not  tolling 
you  to  toko  this  accident  lightly.  However,  you  ahould  te> 
neiaber  that  this  is  hypothealied  accident  and  that  the  chancis 
of  this  ever  happening  would  be  very,  very  unlikely.  The 
klr  yorce  has  estinated  the  probability  of  such  an  accident 
to  be  less  than  one  chance  In  100  billion. 

The  last  issue  I  wish  to  talk  about  this  evening  are 
mitigation  measures.  Now.  these  are  measures  that  are  only 
taken  to  mininlae  the  impacts  that  I've  already  Identified 
this  evening.  Some  measures,  such  as  commonly  practiced 
construction  measures,  have  been  already  assumed  into  the 
analyses.  Other  measures  can  be  aided  by  the  BIS.  por 
instance,  one  of  these  measures  that  could  be  aided  would  be 
the  selection  of  launch  facilities  where  no  inhabited 
hones  would  be  impacted.  Other  measures  are  beyond  the 
authority  of  the  Air  Force.  Rather  these  belong  to  the  pre¬ 
rogative  of  the  local  jurisdictions  to  determine  how  they 
wish  to  respond  to  the  impacts  identified  in  this  particular 
BIS.  It  should  be  noted  that  once  the  local  authority  has 
decided  how  they  wish  to  respond,  then  the  Air  Force  will 
work  with  that  local  jurisdiction  and  help  them  implement 
that  particular  measure. 

This  concludes  the  prepared  comments  for  this  evening. 
Thank  you. 

BY  COL.  BRISTOL! 
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For  the  benefit  of  those  who  arrived  after  we  started 
this  evening,  this  is  going  to  be  about  a  ten  minute 
receaa  now  to  give  you  a  chance,  if  you  haven't  done  ao 
already  and  choose  to  do  so.  to  fill  out  one  of  the  coseent 
sheets.  The  most  important  thing  on  the  comment  sheets  beir | 
to  Indicate  If  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  and/or  if  you  wish 
to  make  a  atatament  on  the  record  as  a  part  of  tonight's 
hearing.  And,  after  you've  filled  out  the  sheets,  if  you 
would  either  leave  them  up  here  at  the  front,  or  really  pre¬ 
ferably  on  the  table  that  you  passed  coning  into  the  hall  thi: 
evening,  we're  going  to  probably  set  a  microphone  up  right 
about  where  I  am  now  so  that  it  won't  be  too  difficult 
for  you  to  cone  down  and  there  will  be  a  stand  here  and  you 
could  use  thst  with  which  to  put  the  guestione. 

So.  let’s  go  into  recess  now. 

WHERBUPOM  s  recess  was  taken 
at  6:0D  P.  N. 

AFTER  RECESS  - 
8:10  P.  H. 

By  COL.  BRISTOL; 

Okay.  This  is  the  start  of  pert  2  of  this  evenings 
public  Hearing.  Now,  you  have  received  a  briefing  and.  i 
hope  some  of  you  have  had  a  chance  to  scan  the  Draft  EIS. 

The  first  portion  of  this  second  part  of  the  Hearing  will  be 
devoted  to  the  posing  of  questions.  I  have  received  s  half  i 
doten  or  so  of  the  comment  sheets  on  which  questions  appear. 


> 

ui 


DOCUMENT  128 


DOCUMENT  128 
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I'll  teke  them  in  sequence.  Now,  there's  several,  as  it 

, 

public  to  the  roads  in  light  of 

always  is.  thst  have  both  questions  and  statements  and 

the  use  of  the  roads  by  these  Hard 

' 

even  though  it  may  not  seem  like  s  very  efficient  way  to 

’ 

Nobile  vehicles? 

< 

do  it.  we're  going  to  take  the  questions  first  and  then 

1 

Q.  If  they’re  going  to  rebuild  roads,  are  we  going 

■■ 

the  ststenent  portion  of  your  input  to  tonight's  program 

to  be  allowed  to  use  them?  1  have  to  cross  it. 

" 

will  come  after  we've  completed  all  the  questions,  so.  I'll 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Alright.  Col. 

be  calling  on  you  again  if  you've  checked  both  the  statement 

Welsh. 

H 

olock  and  the  question  block.  We  have  got  one  more  to  go 

here.  Thank  you  very  much,  sir.  James  Yeager,  if  1  was 

BY  COL.  WALSH; 

There  would  be  no  prohibition  of  the  people's  use  of 

ID 

Monty  Hall,  l  would  say,  come  on  down  to  the  microphone 

10 

the  roads,  whst  we'd  be  doing  is  working  with  the  State 

M 

there,  sir.  If  you  would  spell  your  last  name  for  us  and 

11 

Highway  Department,  the  County  ConniSBioners,  to  determine 

1.’ 

state  your  name,  then  you  could  proceed  with  your  question. 

the  appropriate  construction  on  each  one  of  the  roads  we 

1  < 

Sir. 

would  be  using  and  it  would  be  done  in  such  ways  to  accom- 

14 

BY  MR.  JAMES  YEAGER: 

u 

modste  the  needs  of  the  Air  Force,  as  well  as,  to  ensure 

that  the  interests  of  the  people  of  Montana  are  protected  as 

well. 

tfi 

roads.  I  live  up  close  to  s  missile.  I  wes  wondering  about 

I*. 

17 

the  accessibility  of  our  west  frontage  road.  It  is  12  miles 

17 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Go  ahead,  sir. 

18 

north. 

<8 

if  you  have  a  follow-up? 

19 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Could  you  come 

19 

Q.  I  have  another  question  about  water.  We  don't  have 

30 

with  your  face  a  little  closer  to 

30 

any  water  up  there,  drilled  wells,  etc. 

31 

the  microphone  and  your  question  is 

31 

COL.  BRISTOL:  In  Other  words. 

23 

about  the  accessibility  of  the  roedi 

23 

what  would  be  the  impact  of  this 

23 

Q.  Yes. 

23 

propocal  on  water  supply? 

34 

COL.  BRISTOL:  In  what  respect 

34 

Q.  How  sre  you  going  to  get  water  where  there  is  none,  as 

'35 

Accessibility  of  the  members  of  the 

ee 

25 

far  as  ivells  are  concerned  and  you  will  have  to  have  people 

31 

32 
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19 


22 


24 

•a 


on  chose  missile  sices? 

COL.  BRISTOL:  AlriQht.  Col. 
Welsh? 

BY  COL.  WALSH; 

The  intent  et  this  time  is  truck  the  weter  into  eech 
one  of  these  sites,  es  well  as,  truck  the  waste  out. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir. 
Zane  Zell,  that's  2>E-L-L. 

BY  MP.  ZANE  ZELL: 

Q.  You  spelled  it  right.  I  was  going  to  ask,  Z  have  a 
couple  of  questions  I  wanted  to  ask.  First  of  all,  where  in 
the  Draft  Environmental  impact  statement  were  the  questions 
that  were  raised  during  the  Scoping  Hearing  concerning  moral 
impacts  and  also  the  initiative  which  was  passed  by  the 
people  of  Montana  which  expressed  significant  opposition  to 
further  deployment  of  nuclear  weapons  in  the  State  -^f  Hontani. 
as  these  are  also  environmental  impacts. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Alright.  Col. 
Walsh. 

BY  COL.  WALSH; 

Both  Che  previous  actions  of  the  people  of  the  State 
of  Montana,  as  well  as,  the  moral  issue,  it's  not  an  appro¬ 
priate  subject  to  be  included  in  the  Environmental  Impact 
Statement.  The  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  specifically 
directs  that  we  should  be  looking  at  the  physical  impacts. 


Oi 


lu 

II 

|:i 

14 

15 
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IS 

19 

20 
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of  the  proposed  action  on  the  cofmounity,  on  the  environment. 

Q.  And,  the  other  question  I  have  is  will  there  be  addi¬ 
tional.  with  the  addition  of  the  igloos  and  pre-engineered 
structures,  will  there  be  additional  security  personnel 
driving  along  the  roads  as  compared  to  now  and  what  impact 
will  that  have  on  our  access  on  the  roads  and  our  ability 
to  conduct  our  business  on  our  farms? 

BY  COL.  WALSH; 

There  will  be  additional  traffic  on  the  roads  on  a 
daily  basis  as  the  personnel  support  to  each  one  of  the 
selected  launch  facilities  is  carried  out.  Again,  it  depend* 
on  where  precisely  you  are  talking  about  to  the  extent  of 
that  increase.  In  the  areas  immediately  outside  of  Great 
Falls,  we  are  looking  at  between  230  to  270  extra  vehicle 
movements  a  day.  But.  as  you  get  out  of  the  missile  field, 
the  frequency  naturally  gees  down. 

ks  far  as  the  security  is  concerned,  the  security  is 
provided,  first  of  all  by  the  personnel  that  would  be  locate, 
at  each  one  of  the  selected  launch  facilities.  There  would 
be  fencing,  there  would  be  delay  mechanisms  that  are  built 
into  the  Hard  Mobile  Launcher,  and  there  would  be  the  respom  e 
crews — security  response  crews  that  would  be  located  at  the 
Launch  Control  Facilities. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Did  that  answer 
your  question,  sir,  to  your  satis- 
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faction? 

1 

residences  thet  were  within  the  tone  end  I  circled  the  ones 

Q.  Thank  you. 

on  this  blue  sheet  that  coincided  and  on  just  the  Proposed 

COL.  BRISTOL:  NarjOrie 

' 

action,  there  still  seems  to  be  six  silos  that  have  those 

Natheson. 

• 

residences  within  thet  aree.  Now.  it  there  something  I'm 

NARJORIE  NATHESON:  1  did  not 

not  understanding? 

wish  to  make  any  statement  or  ask 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

any  question. 

Do  you  have  it  for  the  right  distance  because  the  Pro- 

COL.  BRISTOL:  I'm  sorry,  Mrs. 

- 

posed  action  you're  looking  at  a  restrictive  easement  that 

Natheson.  I  must  have  misread  the 

■' 

extends  I,2S0.  Some  of  the  other  areas  you  are  talking 

form.  Excuse  me.  David  Oien. 

about  have  to  be  restricted  and  even  goes  up  to  1,79^. 

MR.  DAVID  OIEN: 

li 

So,  a  facility  chat  maybe  in  the  Proposed  action,  may  have 

Q.  I  Chink  I'd  rather  make  a  conment  rather  than  a  ques- 

ij 

a  house  that’s  located,  say.  1.300  feet  from  the  launch 

tion,  but  part  of  what  I  would  have  to  say  would  maybe  be 

facility,  so  we  would  not  have  an  impacted  facility  in 

more  easily  answered  now. 

(4 

the  Proposed  action,  but  if  you  have  that  same  facility  for 

COL.  BRISTOL:  YOU  may  proceed 

IS 

Alternative  No.  1,  then  that  house  would  be  impacted  and 

Q.  In  reference  to  the  possible  evacuation  of  farm 

It. 

hopefully  we  would  not  pick  that  particular  launch  facility 

families.  Is  this  blue  sheet  current  or  is  the  new  plan 

n 

If  we  went  with  this  Alternative  No.  1. 

make  this  sheet  obsolete  as  far  aa  the  silos  that  would 

IN 

Q.  I  matched  this  up.  Proposed  action  on  the  blue  sheet 

be — 

compared  to  the  Proposed  Action  in  the  book  and  aix  of  them 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

2W 

coincided,  for  instance.  Silo  CON  6-9,  B-2.  N-2.  Q-IS, 

That  la  the  current  Proposal,  current  sec  for  each  one 

21 

S-3)  was  in  the  book  Proposed  action  as  having  residences  a 

of  these  options. 

rj 

them  in  this  zone.  And.  those  also  appear  on  this  blue  ahee 

Q.  As  you're  saying  chat,  I  just  quickly  went  through 

And.  I  juat  guest  I'm  confused.  iQu  said,  now  we  can  guarantee 

and  compared  that  cable  on  4-149,  or  whatever  page  that  is 

24 

that  there  will  be  no  one  removed  from  the  residences,  whetei 

on.  and  the  Proposed  action  had  a  number  of  38  houses,  or  38 

o 

numbers  on  the  blue  sheet  coincide  with  the  numbers  on  the 

ce 

> 
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book  which  say  they  will  be  uspactad. 

- 

COL.  WALSH:  Thank  you  for  yoi 

r 

1 

input.  We  will  look  into  that. 

j 

4 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  air. 

Bdward  Larson. 

BY  MR.  EDWARD  LARSCM: 

g.  I'm  Edward  Larson,  Prasidant  of  b  4  D  Land  Company, 

- 

Box  30,  Ledger,  Montana.  I  hava  a  gi2  niasilc  aite  on  my 

•t 

place.  I  would  like  to  give  a  little  description  of  what 

10 

my  question  will  come  to  here.  This  gi2  is  an  80  acre 

11 

faming  block.  On  the  north  end  of  thia  80  acre  block. 

u 

where  the  miasile  is,  I  have  a  field  that's  got  thia  80 

acres  and  it's  cut  into  two  fields  I  finished  seeding.  I 

14 

finished  seeding  in  a  36  foot  block  with  a  36  foot  outfit. 

15 

1  Now,  acccording  to  your,  tha  Launch  Facility  Modification 

1(> 

concept  for  the  Small  ICBN,  on  page  1-15.  they  show  that 

IT 

this  new  miseile  is  going  to  be  sticking  out  the  other 

18 

direction  into  another  80  acre  block.  If  they  go  out 

19 

into  this  80  acre  block,  1  will  be  faced  with  another  fielcS 

JO 

another  80  acres  cut  into  two  more  fields.  I  am  wondering 

it 

if  it's  possible  that  they  can  move  this  thing  so  I  can  still—: 

o 

23 

all  your  nlaailas  stuff  can  stay  in  one  80  acre  block  and 

23 

not  ruin  another  80  acre  block? 

24 

COL  BRISTOL:  Col. 

3S 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

37 

> 

U 
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1 

Q,  1  think  it  would  be  a  good  Idea  to  bring  it  up  right 

here. 

« 

BY  COL.  ISAACSeXI: 

1  1 

Could  I  say  one  thing  first?  I'm  from  SAC  and  I've 

been  assigned  to  Malmstrom.  where,  in  fact,  an  OPS  Officer  ii 

the  564th.  I'm  familiar  with  the  problems,  the  occasionsl 

problems  we  have  with  security  police  and  people  in  the  fiel 

3. 

If  you  have  a  specific  instance,  would  you  see  me  after.  1 

can  calk  to  you  about  that  and  talk  to  the  people  at  the 

base. 

BY  MR.  BpWARD  LARSON: 

i: 

g.  I  would  like  to  bring  it  up  here  and  1  would  like  to 

1  ( 

have  It  on  the  record.  1  believe,  would  be  the  proper  thing. 

14 

Approximately  two  weeks  ago,  I  was  out  checking  for  grass- 

hoppers  on  a  motorcycle.  I  stopped  off  at  the  blacktop  road 

and  I  checked  for  grasshoppers,  there  was  a  pick-up  in  012. 

17 

1  drove  my  motorcycle  in  my  wheatfield  up  on  the  west  side  of 

l« 

012.  I  was  in  my  wheatfield.  I  had  the  guard  from  the  in- 

19 

side  the  missile  come  running  up  to  the  fence  with  his  ni6 

2U 

and  challenge  me  to  wanting  to  know  i  waa  doing  up  there.  I 

21 

told  him  I  was  checking  for  grasshoppers.  He  informed  me 

23 

not  to  come  over  the  boundary  line.  Z  aaked  him  where  the 

23 

boundary  line  was.  He  kind  of  him-hawed  around  as  though  ne 

24 

did  not  know.  Finally  he  said  it 'a  the  fence.  If  this  is 

2S 

the  caae  that  I  nave  to  stay  25  feet  back  from  that  fence. 

ee 

39 

's. 

ee 

> 

U 

y««,  wtt  C4n  work  with  you  on  that  and  shall.  Wa 
will  gmt  to9athar  with  our  siting  contractor  and  saa  if  wa 
can  accimasodsta  your  wishas. 

Q.  Ona  isora  quaatlon.  How  about  as  far  as  ^-ha  polica 
security  around  thasa  sites,  are  they  going  to  be  worse  than| 
what  they  are  on  this  ona  or  better? 

■Y  COL.  WkLSH; 

The  security  that  will  be  providad  will  be  of  a  similai 
nature  to  that  that  is  currant.  Ho%iavar,  if  you  have  a  pro 
blam  with  what's  going  on  right  now.  wa  would  like  to  know 
that  so  wa  can  taka  care  of  it.  Because  if  there  is  a  pro- 
bla«  that  exists,  we  need  to  know  as  soon  as  possible  so  we 
can  fix  it. 

Q.  Do  you  want  it  right  now? 

BY  COL  wat.sH. 

You  can  give  it  to  us  right  now  or  you  can  give  it  to 
us  after  the  neeting  is  over.  We  had  the  sane  situation  thaf 
occurred  last  tine.  Someone  was  very  upset  about  something 
that  was  on-going  for  sons  tine  and  the  problen  had  festered 
that  %#e  hadn’t  been  able  to  take  any  positive  action  because 
we  were  unaware  of  the  situation.  So,  if  you  could  tell  us 
'*bat  it  is,  we  will  make  sure  that  the  appropriate  person  is 
notified  on  base,  we  have  taken  similar  actions  fron 
similar  concerns  that  were  raised  at  Harlowton  two  nights 
ago. 
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why  isn't  there  signs  put  on  that  fence  or  25  feet  and  stay 
back?  And,  also,  if  you  guys,  when  you're  working  on  those 
sites,  don't  want  us  farmers  around  there,  why  don't  you 
put  up  signs  stating  that  today  you  will  stay  back  1,500  fee^ 
1,000,  or  20,  whatever  it  is. 

COL.  ISAACSON:  I  thank  you 
for  that.  See  me  after,  if  you 
would,  and  I'll  get  the  details  and 
I'll  take  it  back  to  the  base. 

Q.  Z  believe  it's  all  on  the  record.  Thank  you. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  The  original 
question  is  the  security,  if  I  hear^ 
It  right  was  that  there  wouldn't  be 
any  substantially  different  system 
from  the  security  standpoint  for 
the  additional  operations  than  what 
exists  under  the  current  regime. 

BY  COL.  ISAACSON; 

That'S  true,  it  would  be  essentially  the  same  securit; 
as  you  know  now  out  there,  we  will  have  roving  patrols  that 
will  be  checking  out  the  L.  F.'s  One  difference  is  that  we 
should  see  a  reduction  in  the  nua^r  of  security  police  who 
are  moving  from  the  ranch  house  or  the  launch  control  faci¬ 
lities  to  the  L.  F.  ,  for  those  L.  F.'s  that  have  the  Hard 
Nobile  Launchers  on  them.  Because  there's  people  on  site 
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that  can  do  some  asaesament,  so  that  should  reduce  that. 

J 

off  the  sites  would  either  be  when  they  go  back  to  the  base 

Q.  What's  an  L..  f.  mean? 

for  a  maintenance  once  a  year,  at  which  time  they  would  go 

I 

COL.  ISAACSON:  Oh,  I'm  sorry. 

* 

a  normal  speed  in  a  convoy,  or  if  we  have  notification  of  a 

‘ 

Launch  Facility  Silo. 

4 

Soviet  attack  on  this  country,  at  which  time  they  will  dash 

COL.  BRISTOL:  I  would  like  tc 

to  ansure  their  survivability.  You  should  note,  sir,  that 

'■ 

dsk  all  members  of  the  panel  just 

'■ 

the  purpose  of  this  system  is  to  dwionstrate  to  the  Soviets 

to  say  the  words  rather  than  to 

that  we  have  the  ability  to  dash  if  we  had  notice  of  a 

use  the  abbreviations  sort  of 

" 

Soviet  attack,  we  have  the  ability  to  survive,  we  have 

" 

leaves  me,  as  well.  Does  that 

•• 

the  ability  to  have  sufficient  resources  surviving  to  inflic 

HI 

answer  your  question,  sir? 

10 

unacceptable  damage  on  the  Soviet  Union,  and  because  we  have 

11 

Q.  Yes,  thank  you- 

II 

been  able  to  demonstrate  the  capability,  the  Soviets  will 

U 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  sir. 

U' 

not  attack. 

li 

Don  Marble. 

14 

Q.  You're  going  to  survive  because  you're  going  to  be  in 

t4 

BY  MB.  DON  MARBLE: 

<4 

your  bomb  shelter.  But.  all  the  rest  of  us  with  these  damn 

IS 

Q.  Yes.  I’ve  qot  a  few  questions.  Maybe  it  says  it  in 

IS 

things  dashing  around  are  going  to  be  blown  to  smithereens. 

l»l 

here,  l  was  a  little  late  and  i  missed  that.  so.  if  you 

l«. 

so  1  don't  buy  that  argument  at  all. 

17 

could  excuse  me.  But,  if  there  was  an  alert,  where  do  all 

17 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Sir,  if  you  ! 

1 

these  little  things  go  dashing  off  to,  and  how  fast  do  they 

IS 

wish  to  make  a  statement,  we'll  havi 

19 

go,  do  they  go  running  around  out  of  their  sice,  do  they  go  IOC 

19 

chat  in  the  second  part  of  the-- 

20 

'  miles  off,  or  what's  going  to  happen  if  I'm  driving  on  the 

2D 

g.  Well,  he  was  giving  his  side,  and  I'm  giving  my  side. 

21 

highway  with  my  family  and  you're  having  an  alert,  hopefully 

21 

but  he's  answered  his  question  and  I  have  sane  more  ques¬ 

22 

it's  not  for  real,  so  what  can  you  tell  me  about  that?  ' 

22  ' 

tions  . 

2.1 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

23  1 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Okay.  Go  ahead. 

g.  How  niuen,  I  looked  at  the  Eis  as  far  as  plutonium  and 

24 

Sir,  there  will  be  no  practice  alerts  of  these  vehiclei 

1 

24 

2S 

dashing  off  sites.  The  only  time  these  vehicles  would  dash 

Oi 

2S 

maybe  you  can’t  give  me  the  exact  figures,  but  how  much 

a> 

04 

41 
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42 
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1 

plutonium  IS  in  one  of  those  things? 

I 

'  g.  Hy  question  isn’t  about  probability.  It’s  about  how 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

much  of  this  IS  going  to  kill  you?  Thst's  what  my  question 

f 

I  can  not  give  you  the  answer  to  chat. 

. 

IS. 

t 

g.  Well,  what's  the  half*life  of  plutonium?  I  know  it's 

> 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

at  least  100,000  years,  but  there's  nothing  in  this  thing>'th 

It 

As  I  indicated,  the  way  which  we  described  it  in 

- 

says  if  you  scatter--had  an  accident,  scattered  this  stuff 

this  document,  was  that  of  a  million  pieople  exposed,  there 

over  the  countryside,  it's  probably,  a  couple  of  100,000 

1  would  be  14  extra  deaths  associated  with  such  exposure. 

- 

years,  it's  uninhabitable.  How  much  plutonium  docs  it  take 

g.  Well,  It  seems  to  me  that  the  answer  in  the  EIS  is 

" 

to  kill  a  person?  You  never  mentioned  that. 

totally  inadequate  because  a  speck  of  it  will  kill  you  and 

iO 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

Ml 

It  seems  to  me  that  you  could  expand,  couldn't  you,  on  the 

11 

What  we  indicated  it.  the  document  was  that  if  a  senes 

11 

EIS  as  far  as  the  most  dangerous  substance  known  to  man. 

12 

of  improbable  incidents  happened,  that  it  would  be  possible 

12 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

n 

that  up  to  1\  of  the  plutonium  would  be  aerosolized.  And, 

1  ( 

^  We  could  take  that  as  a  connent  as  to  adjustments  to 

14 

in  the  immediate  vicinity,  about  two  miles  downwind  from 

14 

be  made  in  the  EIS.  Yes,  sir. 

ts 

the  incident,  for  every  million  people  that  were  exposed. 

IS 

g.  What  kind  of  winds  did  you  assume  in  the  computer 

1 

i»; 

there  would  be  14  additional  deaths.  But,  for  this  to  hap¬ 

M. 

analysis  of  this  spreading  of  the  plutonium? 

17 

pen,  there  would  have  to  be  a  sequence  of  events  that  in 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

each  one  in  themselves  is  very  highly  improbable.  From  the 

IS 

We  assumed  the  prevailing  winds  in  Montana  and  our 

19 

petrol  tanker  running  into  the  Hard  Mobile  Launcher,  for 

19 

model  was  geared  to  local  conditions  and  various  local  en¬ 

20 

the  fire  to  occur,  for  the  reentry  vehicle  to  break  open. 

211 

vironments. 

21 

and  I  should  describe  an  incident  chat  happened  at  a  Titan 

21 

g.  Based  on  averages? 

22 

Base  with  a  reentry  vehicle,  where  a  explosion  did  occur  of 

'  TJ 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

2.1 

a  Titan  2.  The  reentry  vehicle  was  shot  through  two  to 

21 

Based  on  the  most  likely  winds,  yes,  sir. 

24 

three  feet  of  reinforced  concrete  and  the  reentry  vehicle 

1 

24 

g.  Did  you  do  any  computer  studies  figuring  winds  like 

2& 

did  not  break  open. 

1  T 

2S 

we've  been  having  this  spring,  that'll  make  log  chains  stand 

o» 
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.  1 

1 

right  out.  or  is  that  a  pretty  average  wind? 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

What  we  basicelly  did  is  we  put  the  vehicle  into  an 

, 

No,  Sir,  we  took  the  prevailing  wind  in  the  region. 

< 

.  area  where  there  would  nortsally  be  movement--moving  and  went 

t 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

were  able  to  predict  where  the  concentration  of  this  plutc-  1 

We  did  the  prevailing  winds  throughout  the  region  and 

'  mum  would  be.  And,  there,  from  that,  we  were  able  tc  derive' 

did  scenarios  for  different  locations  within  t.-:e  region. 

whet  the  expected  death  rate  might  be  from  auch  an  explosion' 

Q.  Lid  you  do  any  computer  studies  based  on  the  assi.unp- 

■ 

and  from  such  a  plume  of  the  plutonium  oeing  released  ir.ro 

i 

tion  if  there  had  been  an  explosion,  th  $  stuff  could  be 

•• 

the  atmosphere.  | 

. 

scettered  way  up  into  the  a:r  and  then  spread  downwind? 

CCL.  BBISTCL;  I  thir.x  tne 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

question.  Col  walsh,  is  was  that  ani 

i 

That'S  part  of  the  model. 

ij 

ticipated  rate,  is  that  :ust  for  1 

1 

Q.  Okay.  Is  there  any  description  ir.  here  about  that  or 

the  study  Area  or  is  that  for  an  ' 

1 

! 

'4 

1  IS  that  ir.  there? 

1. 

area  beyond  the  Study  Area? 

i 

n 

!  BY  COL.  WALSH: 

IS 

BY  COL.  WALSH:  1 

|r 

In  the  Safety  Section  it  explains  the  analysis. 

l^ 

1 

It  was  for  the  Study  Area  where  the  vehicle  was  going  ' 

i 

j 

t: 

Q.  When  you  did  the  study,  is  it  ccrrect  you  didn't  m- 

»? 

to  be  because  it  was  only  within  the  Study  Area  that  the 

IS 

elude  any  area  outside  of  the  little  map  on  the  blue  sheet. 

vehicle  would  be  moving  with  the  nuclear  weapon  or.  board. 

lii 

On  the  back  of  your  handout,  it  nas  an  area  which  said  Study 

19  i 

Q.  Is  there  any  type  of  evacuation  plan  or  consideration 

ji> 

Area.  You  didn't  include  any  effects  of  that,  ng.ht.  on  t.he 

JV 

of  the  people?  I  mean,  if  we  see  these  things  racing  down 

ji 

aress  right  outside  of  that? 

the  road,  we  knew  we're  in  for  a  hell  of  a  mess.  Have  you 

•.*2 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

-i  I 

given  any  thought  to  what  we're  supposed  tc  be  told  or  ^ 

The  effects  of  the-- 

.•1 

:usc  see  them  do»vn  t.he  road  and  ru.n  like  hell.  Is  that  the  , 

24 

Q.  Like  on  the  safe  accide.nt  things  spreading  downwind  ou' 

24 

whole  plan  here  for  the  people?  It  sounds  a  little  gross. 

of  t.hat  ares? 

2$ 

but.  I  mean,  it  is  gross  when  you  think  about  it. 

a*  , 

1 
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BY  COL.  WXLSH:  } 

That  was  not  part  oi  this  E1S  Sti-dy.  t  snou.d-*  j 

C-  Okay.  No  evacuation  plan  at  all  tnen?  ^ 

BY  COL.  WALSH! 

Not  as  part  of  this  EIS.  sir.  t  should  point  out  here 

1 

that  in  the  case  of  accidents,  there  would  be  such  contin¬ 
gency  plans  developed  in  reniunction  with  the  local  errex- 

gency  Fire.  Police  Authorities,  ir,  cordoning  off  the  areas,  j 

I 

evacuating  people,  etc.  But,  not  for  the  incident  that  I  ! 
zfiink  you're  referring  to.  j 

For  the  real  thing,  there  is  .no  plan.  If  an  accident--! 
you're  going  to  have  an  evacuation  plan:  Is  that  it; 

BY  ^.OL,  WALSH;  | 

There  would  be  plans  developed  in  cor.:ur.ction  with  the  j 
local  authorities,  we  would  be  working  with  the  local  autho-{ 
Titles  ^ust  as  we  dc  right  now  with  Xinutemar.  tc  take  the 
necessary  actions  to  cordon  off  an  area  and  to  protect  the 
lives  of  people.  | 

roi.  ISAACSON:  Let  me  add  tc 
that.  This  is  what  we  do  today  with 
the  Kinutenan  System  ir.  your  com¬ 
munity.  The  Base  has  a  very  de¬ 
tailed.  .~r>mplex,  and  active  disaster! 
preparedness  plan,  that  they  exercise 
periodically,  both  on  the  Base  and 


off  of  the  Base.  A.nd,  they  dc  wetkj 
with  the  local  authetities  in  tia:-j 
r.ing  and  setting  up  exercises.  I 

The  same  thing  would  orcut  witn  thik 
Syste.e  as  it's  in  place  now  for  the 
existing  syste-r.  ' 

J.  I  live  downwind.  I  don't  live  right  in  the  isnediat# 

area,  so  I'm  .not  aware  of  any  plan  but  I  will  check  it  out.  j 
COL.  ISAACSON:  They  plan  for  j 
the  extremely  unexpected  situation. j 
V.  Okay.  Thank  you.  That's  all  the  guestior.s  I  have  j 

COL.  BBISTCL:  Thar.x  you.  Sir 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

Sit.  I  would  like  tc  elaborate  on  the  response  I  gave 
previeus.y. 

CCL-  BBISTCL:  In  respect  to 
which  question’ 

CCL.  WALSH:  wit.h  respect  tc 
the  question  that  was  raised  con¬ 
cerning  the  inhibited  homes  within 
the  Safety  Zone. 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

In  response  to  your  question  as  tc  t.he  homes  that  cou.^ 
be  impacted  by  the  Safety  Zone.  As  I've  indicated  earlier 
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, 

this  evening,  m  the  EIS,  we  look  at  what  the  inaximufn  xm- 

I 

CO  Che  end  of  all  of  the  connent 

pact  might  be  because  we  have  not  completed  our  analyses 

sheets  chat  were  submitted  for  gues 

either  of  the  individual  sites  or  of  the  sets  that  may  be 

4 

cions,  however,  si..  1  have  one 

i 

required.  So,  we  looked  at  what  the  worst  case  might  be. 

4 

raised  hand  in  the  back.  If  anyone^ 

but  since  that  time,  we  have  gone  to  each  site  and  we've  be< 

n 

come  up  with  any  additional  questioi 

able  to  lay  out  precisely  where  we  might  place  the  igloo. 

- 

on  any  matters  they  would  like  to 

the  pre-engineered  facility,  and  then,  in  drawing  the  Safety 

7 

get  clarified  before  we  go  into  the 

Zone  from  those  sites,  we  were  able  to  make  some  adjustments 

« 

public  statements.  I'll  be  happy  to 

So.  in  those  particular  instances  where  we  have  identified 

V 

entartain  questions  at  this  tisw. 

a  house  within  the  Zone,  we  looked  at  the  worst  facts,  the 

10 

In  the  back,  sir,  did  you  have  a 

u 

worst  possible  case,  but  when  they  actually  looked  at  the 

11 

question? 

l;: 

detailed  sitings,  we  were  able  to  avoid  those  houses,  so. 

12 

KAN  IN  THE  BACK:  Yes. 

I't 

chat's  why  you  might  see  a  house  identified  in  the  EIS  as 

13 

BY  MAN  IN  THE  cACK: 

M 

being  impacted  and  us  going  to  that  site  and  still  being  abl 

s 

14 

I  just  wanted  to  follow  up  on  that,  is  it  okay? 

>5 

to  make  a  statement  that  we're  not  impacting  that  house  any* 

IS 

COL.  BRISTOL:  If  you  come  up 

16 

more  is  because  of  the  precise  location  of  that  house  and  of 

Ifi 

to  the  microphone,  sir,  and  repeat 

17 

our  igloo.  But,  they're  all  subject  to  adjustments  and. 

17 

your  name  just  so  it  will  be  a 

IH 

in  light  of  the  fact  of  the  issue  brought  up  earlier  with 

18 

matter  of  record.  That  way  the 

19 

respect  to  disrupting  farming  activities,  we're  going  to  be 

19 

Court  Reporter  will  get  it  into  the 

20 

looking  at  that  particular  site  to  see  if  we  can  adjust  the 

20 

record. 

21 

precise  location  of  the  igloo  and  see  if  we  can  accommodate 

21 

BY  MR.  DAVID  OIEN: 

22 

that  gentleman's  concern,  we  still  have  some  manuever  in 

•22 

David  Olen.  O-I-E-N.  In  other  words,  what  you're 

23 

the  precise  location  of  the  igloo  or  pre-engineered  facilit 

■23 

saying,  even  if,  for  instance,  S-33  corresponds  both  on  the 

24 

Thank  you. 

24 

blue  sheet  and  in  the  Draft  EIS,  does  not  necessarily,  for 

2S 

COL.  BRISTOL;  I've  now  gotten 

Of 

25 

or  even  if  they  correspond  a  house  chat’s  at  S-33  will  not  b 

49 

50 

> 

Cd 
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1 

evacuated? 

1 

explosion  while  the  machine  is  inside  the  Silo.  The  Safety 

BY  COL.  UAlfStf: 

- 

Zone  doesn't  have  anything  really  to  do  with  a  nuclear  at- 

.1 

It  means  that  after  we  did  our  Detailed  Siting  Work. 

' 

tack? 

4 

that  that  house  falls  outside  the  Safety  Zone  around  the  pre 

BY  COL.  WALSH; 

cise  location  of  the  igloo  and/or  pre-engineered  facility. 

Ho,  it  does  not.  Basically,  Che  Safety  Zone  assumes 

and  BO,  therefore,  it  need  not  be--it  is  not  affected  by 

- 

the  worst  possible  accident  and  that  would  be  of  all  three 

this  particular  action. 

stages  of  the  missile  blowing  up.  And,  then  we  looked  at  thi 

« 

g.  So,  the  house  that  may  at  one  time  have  been  within 

•1 

farthest  extent  at  which  degree  the  blast  that  would  be  ex- 

fi 

the  Zone,  but  by  moving  the  igloos  or  something,  it  is  now 

<* 

perienced  that  could  cause  loss  of  life.  And,  so,  therefore 

10 

out  of  Che  Zone.  So,  at  one  time,  maybe  It  was  within  one 

10 

we  wish  to  have  homes,  permanently  inhabited  homes,  outside 

11 

foot  within  danger  and  now  it's  out  of  danger. 

11 

that  particular  range. 

12 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

12 

g.  And,  the  explosion  did  not  include  plutonium?  That's 

IT 

No,  that's  not  precisely  the  way  it  works.  In  prepari 

9 

n 

just  s  physical  explosion? 

14 

an  EIS,  we  have  to  look  where  we  do  not  know  precisely  what' 

14 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

IS 

going  to  happen,  or  we  hadn't  done  a  complete  analysis  of 

IS 

In  most  cases,  the  plutonim  will  be--of  the  reentry 

H. 

the  siting,  we  draw  the  circles  of  where  the  igloos  could  be 

IK 

vehicle,  would  not  be  broken,  and  so  therefore,  would  not 

17 

placed  or  where  the  pre-engineered  buildings  might  be  placed 

IT 

pose  any  harm.  You  would  be  looking  at  the  effects  of  blast 

14 

And,  then  we  draw  our  quantity  distance  of  safety  Zones  a- 

14 

not  radiation. 

19 

round  that  circle.  And,  so,  that  is  the  maximum  extent  or 

19 

g.  Okay.  So,  you're  saying  that  in  all  of  these  proposal: 

.■0 

worst  case  scenario  that  we  created,  and  that's  what  we 

20 

even  Alternative  3,  no  one  would  be  removed? 

identified  in  this  Draft  EIS. 

21 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

22 

Now,  we  actually  pin-pointed  precisely  where  the 

No.  I  did  not  say  that,  sir.  I  indicated  chat  in  Ai- 

23 

igloos  would  go  and  drew  circles  around  those  buildings  in 

21 

ternative  3,  of  all  the  Alternatives,  we  did  not  have  the 

24 

chat  location  and  the  house  fell  outside  the  Safety  Zone. 

24 

option  of  picking  launch  facilities.  We  had  to  go  to  all 

2S 

g.  Okay.  And,  this  whole  Safety  Zone  has  to  do  with  an 

ai 

ca 

25 

launch  facilities,  to  we  had  no  flexibility  and,  in  that 

51 
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1 

1 

p«rticul8r  Alt«rnatlv*,  w«  would,  in  fact,  •ff«ct  home*  at 

1 

t 

BY  rrn-  wA^-kHt 

2S  lAunch  facllitiaa.  And,  of  cours«.  that  impact  in  ittalf 

-- 

That  la  not  accurate.  It  la  tha  2ist  of  August,  air. 

' 

would  ba  a  ma}or  consldaratlon  in  tha  final  daciaion. 

1 

g.  Just  as  s  matter  of  procedure  then,  after  you  have  ai: 

' 

Q.  And,  In  all  othar  Altarnatlvaa.  though  thara  would  ba 

< 

your  cuonents  in,  I  suppose  you'll  issue  a  Pinal  EIS  then? 

no  impact  on  raaidanta? 

BY  .3!^.  WAL^H: 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

Ves,  air. 

In  all  Othar  Altarnatlvaa.  air,  unleaa  wa  racaiva 

: 

g.  Is  that  for  sure  or  is  it  up  in  the  air? 

othar  inputa  that  may  influenca  it  otharwiaa,  thara  ara  no 

rt 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

» 

inhabicad  homaa  impactad. 

That  IB  what  is  required,  sir.  And,  in  that  EIS,  there 

10 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Alright.  Now. 

10 

will  be  verbatim  transcripts  of  proceedings  here  tonight  and 

u 

wa'ra  going  to  go  into  tha — you 

II 

at  the  other  locatione.  There  will  be,  in  the  document,  all 

1.* 

hava  a  queation?  Yea.  air.  Hr. 

12 

tha  letters  that  we  receive,  again,  in  thalr  full.  w«  will 

1  i 

Narbla. 

1 

II 

identify,  from  all  the  letters  and  from  the  cotiments  made 

14 

BY  MR.  DON  NARBLE: 

14 

this  evening,  the  issues  that  were  raised.  And,  we  will 

IS 

Q.  Just  a  procedural  question.  I  asauma  you're  intending 

16 

give  a  response  to  each  issue  that  was  raised  and  either  demc 

n- 

16  1 

to  taka  comnantB  until  September  3rd.  la  that— 

16 

strate  why  we  changed  the  document  or  why  we  did  not  change 

17 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

17 

the  document  in  response  to  chat  issue  that  was  raised. 

IH 

Sir,  we  can  taka  commenta  and  we  can  take  questions. 

18 

g.  Thank  you.  Now,  ny  other  queation  is  after  you  have 

19 

Wa  ask  that  anything  that  be  written  to  ua  be  postmarked  no 

19 

done  all  this  and  the  Final  EIS  comes  out,  who  then  makes  the 

■x 

later  than  the  21st  of  August  to  allow  us  sufficient 

20 

final  decision? 

21  1 

time  to  give  it  proper  consideration  and,  adjust  the  documen 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

22 

and  get  it  published  in  time  to  meet  the  Congressional  mile- 

n 

The  final  decision  is  the  preroqative  of  the 

23 

stones . 

•23 

Secretary  of  Defenaa  and  the  President.  Now,  they  make 

24 

g.  I  read  somewhere  that  they  extenoed  it  until  September 

24 

the  decision  and  I  should  also  point  out  to  you.  that  while 

2S  i 

3rd.  but  that's  not  accurate. 

Oi 

•26 

the  President  may  make  his  decision,  of  course,  congress  also 

< 

( 
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1 

has  tha  final  vota  in  that  they  have  to  appropriate  the  fundi 

1 

1 

this  thing? 

1 

so  they  can  execute  hia  daciaions.  And.  of  course.  Congress 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

1 

has  tha  opportunity  to  review  the  Program  each  year  in  the 

, 

The  Air  force,  several  years  ago,  asked  for  proposals, 

t 

Appropriatioi.  'd  tha  Authorization  Bills. 

• 

nationally,  from  environmental  companies  to  assist  the  Air 

g.  Is  it  correct  than  that  congress  has  not  yet  authorize* 

1 

Force  in  preparation  of  environmental  documents  supporting  a 

the  funds  for  this  Program? 

variety  of  programs.  There  were  many  conqianieB  that  submittec 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

proposals  from  all  over  this  country.  Through  a  source  selec-^ 

« 

At  this  particular  time,  Congress  has  authorized  a  Re- 

^  1 

tion  process,  we  determined  that  Tatra  Tech  was  the  best 

'1 

search  and  Development  funds  for  this  particular  Program. 

1 

qualified  to  give  a  quality  product.  They  have  since  been 

Itl 

And.  at  this  particular  time,  they  are  working  on  the  1988 

id  1 

on  board,  they  have  prepared  several  of  the  environmental 

11 

Defense  Bills  where  they're  also  considering  continued  Reseat 

:h 

11 

documents  for  the  Air  force  includinq  the  Leqislstive  EIS. 

12 

and  Development  for  both  the  small  ICBH  and  the  Peacekeeper 

includinq  some  of  the  Environmental  Assessments,  and.  of 

1  < 

Programs.  The  Air  force  and  the  President  hasn't  asked,  at 

1 1 

course,  the  Draft  Environmental  Assessment  that  you  have 

14 

this  particular  time,  for  any  production  monies  or  deploymem 

" 

tonight.  1  should  point  out.  however,  that  they  arc  only 

IS 

monies.  They  will  occur  in  future  years.  For  instance,  no 

16 

responsible  for  the  data  collection  and  assisting  the  Air 

16 

construction  will  occur  until  fiscal  year  1990.  so.  natural' 

1*. 

Force.  We  have  specialists  that  work  diractly  for  me  to 

17 

ly.  Congress  hasn't  had  an  opportunity  to  vote  on  that. 

17 

oversee  all  the  work  of  Tetrs  Tech  and  tha  Air  force  is  re- 

18 

Likewise,  production  monies  would  not  be  required  until  latei 

j 

sponsible  for  the  analyses  and  for  the  conclusions  that  you 

19 

years.  Right  now  they've  just  been  funding  full  scale  Develop' 

19 

nave  and  can  sea  in  the  document.  The  document,  in  fact,  is^ 

JO 

ment  of  the  Missile.  And,  of  course,  the  environmental  situ 

’  1 

20 

an  Air  Force  document,  not  a  Tetra  Tech  document. 

JI 

work  which  I  am  responsible  for. 

21 

g.  Thank  you. 

n 

g.  I  would  like  to  hear  a  little  more  about  Tetra  Tech. 

■22 

COL  BRISTOL:  Starting  off  the 

- 

■n 

I  see  in  the  document  that  they  apparently—sounds  like  a 

•2.3 

Oh,  I'm  sorry.  Na'an.  come  on  up. 

24 

private  consulting  group.  Did  they  prepare  this  EIS  or 

24 

please. 

26 

did  they  do  consulting  work  or  what  was  their  involvement  in 

•26  : 

LADY  IN  THE  BACK:  I  seem  to 

c 
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1 

1 

1 

be  Che  first  lady  to  have  the  coura^ 

e 

1 

1 

and  armament  to  kill  everybody  in  the  world  twelve  times? 

to  come  up  here  and  face  the  Army. 

Thank  you. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  And.  I'm  glad 

i 

1 

COL-  BRISTOL:  Thank  you. 

* 

you  did. 

1 

4 

ma'am.  Col.  Walsh. 

LADY  IN  THE  BACK:  1  was  in 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

1 

High  School-- 

'• 

First  of  all.  It  IS  not  the  military  or  the  induatria] 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Could  you  state 

1  companies  that  are  making  this  particular  decision.  This 

- 

your  name,  please,  ma'am. 

M 

1 

was  the  recommendation  of  the  Scoweroft  Comnisaion  and  it 

LADY  IN  THE  BACK;  l‘m  Dorothy 

•» 

1  has  been  the  direction  of  the  President  and  of  Congress  that 

rioerchinger. 

1(1 

the  Air  Force  execute  this  Program.  So,  we  are  here  tonight 

n 

BY  MS.  FLOERCHINGER: 

II 

executing  the  directions  of  Congress.  The  Congress  is  not 

1.* 

Q.  I'm  Dorothy  Ploerchinger.  I'm  a  Great  Grandmother  an< 

12 

only  concerned  about  the  status  of  our  strategic  forces  as 

|:i 

I've  lived  in  this  connunlty  aince  1913. 

|:i 

they  stand  today,  but  it’s  concerned  about  our  strategic 

14 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Could  you  spell 

14 

forces  as  how  they  will  be  in  the  year  2000  and  beyond.  And 

15 

your  last  name.  1  hate  to  ask  you 

15 

it's  for  that  time  period  that  we're  preparing,  rather  than 

18  ^ 

to  do  that. 

Iti 

for  the  present.  We  have  to  modernize  our  Program  so  it 

n  i 

Q.  F-L-O-E-R-C-H-I-N-G-E-R. 

17 

stays  a  viable  deterrent  to  the  Soviet  aggression. 

IH 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Go 

18 

Thank  you. 

19 

ahead. 

19 

COL  BRISTOL:  Okay.  How,  I'ml 

-Ji) 

Q.  One  of  the  final  acatemencs  chat  President  Elsenhower 

20 

going  to  start  with  the  portion  of 

! 

made  when  he  was  leaving  Office  was  chat  the  Nation  muse  be 

21 

the  Program  for  public  statements 

■£i 

concerned  about  the  military  industrial  complex.  I  spent 

•22 

and  I'm  going  to  ask  that  you-- 

'i3 

many  years  in  the  studying  of  this  thing.  I  want  to  ask  you, 

23 

because  we've  got  quite  a  few  of 

24 

why  it  is  necessary  when  we  can  not  balance  our  budget,  chat 

24 

you,  I’m  going  to  ask  that  there  be 

25  ' 

we  should  be  doing  this  Program  when  we  have  enough  missiles 

25 

no  demonstrations  of  support  or 

Oi 

eg 
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«ppi«u9«  ot  what  have  you.  whether 
the  statements  are  (or  or  aqeinst 
the  Proqrarr.  I'm  starting  out  withj 
Donald  NcClaxn,  who  is  a  Public 
Official,  and  I  may  not  qet  the  of 
ficc  riqht.  Nr.  HcClam.  but  I  ftnowj 
that  you're---;s  it  the  Commissioner 
of  Pondera  County  or  Chief  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  the  County? 

BY  KR.  DOWaLD  WcCLAIW: 

I  am  a  Commissioner  of  Pondera  County,  one  of  three. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Yes.  sir. 

And.  I'm  here  to  represent  the  Commissioners  toniqht. 
Good,  bad,  or  indifferent,  we  fee]  that  the  proqram  is  pro¬ 
bably  qoinq  to  come  to  our  area,  we  individually  have  some 
feelings,  and  we're  not  here  to  discuss  those  feelings.  Wha^ 
we  are  here  to  talk  to  you  tonight  is  where  we  stand  financia 
ly  with  the  kind  of  program  you're  going  to  bring  to  Pondera 
County.  When  the  Minuteman  »'9  came  and  the  other  missile 
programs  that  nave  been  arcund,  we  were  in  a  position  finan¬ 
cially  to  DC  able  to  participate  in  those  kind  of  programs, 
road  building,  bridges  repairs  and  those  Kinds  r(  things.  Wc 
want  you  to  know,  today,  we've  indicated  in  the  meetings  tha' 
we've  had  with  you,  that  we  are  no  longer  ^n  that  position, 
'We're  in  a  financial  crisis  in  Pondera  County  and  most  of 


Montana  and  we  want  you  to  be  aware  that  if  come  in  with  youij 
Program,  that  you  are  going  to  have  to  bear  part  of  the  cost 
of  those  roads,  and  road  building,  and  bridge  rebuilding,  an^ 
those  kind  of  programs.  And,  1  know.  <we  have  discussed 
it  before  and  we  want  you  to  know  for  sure  that  it's  no  bet 
ter.  and  in  fact,  it's  worse  chan  it  was  when  we  first 
talked  about  it.  So,  we  certainly  wanted  you  to  understand 
that.  Some  of  Che  best  roads  we  have  in  Pondera  County  are 
missile  roads,  and  we  appreciate  that,  but  at  the  same  time 
we  do  have  a  lot  of  involvement  in  those  roads  and  we' 11  needj 
a  lot  more  than  just  support  from  now  on. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir. 
LeAnn  Lusty  with  the  Conrad  Chamber 
of  Convnerce. 

BY  MS.  LEAWW  LUSTY: 

I  just  have  a  short  comment  that  was  prepared  today  at 
our  noon  meeting. 

My  name  is  LeAnn  Lusty.  I'm  President  of  the  Chamber 
of  Conmerce.  On  behalf  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  we  support] 
the  Midgetman  Project  (or  the  economic  base  that  it  could 
provide  (or  Conrad.  However,  any  additional  short  or  long 
term  cost  to  the  taxpayers  of  Pondera  county,  because  of  the 
Midgetman  Pcograir.,  should  t  .  picked  up  by  the  Military  Defen: 
Budget,  and  like  Don  said,  for  the  schools,  for  the  roads, 
the  hospital,  and  all  that  it  concerns  that  way.  we  are 
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1 

concerned  with,  you  know,  upkMp  and  stuff.  Thsnk  you. 

1 

isn't  there.  And,  so  for  those  reasons,  I  would  like  to  go 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thsnk  you. 

on  record  as  supporting  a  Proposal  that  we  spend  at  least 

' 

'  Mauri  Novak. 

1 

five  seconds  discussing  and  that  is  the  Ho  Action  Alternativs 

• 

BY  MR.  MAURI  NOVAK: 

t 

I  think  we  should  all  ask  ourselves,  couldn't  the  tremendous 

That's  N-O-V-A-K. 

resources  that  have  already  been  spent  in  preparing  this  Envi- 

'■ 

I  lust  wanted  to  say  that  peace  is  not  my  profession. 

ronmental  Impact  Draft  and  so  on.  be  put  to  better  use?  we'v« 

It's  lust  a  hobby  of  mine.  I  wanted  to  make  a  few  coimenta  aba 

t 

heard  a  lot  about  the  positive  monitary  impact  and  it's 

what  we've  talked  about  tonight,  or  rather  what  you've 

« 

hard  to  argue  against  those  things.  As  the  connissioner 

■■ 

talked  about  tonight.  When  we  went  through  the  different 

stated,  this  county  and  most  of  Montana,  is  in  dire  straights 

il) 

t^lje  of  environmental  impa'"*^s,  and  we  talked  about  visual 

ID 

when  It  comes  to  our  economic  problems  and  it’s  hard  to  argue 

n 

impacts,  impacts  on  endangered  species,  socioeconomic  im- 

II 

against  something  that  will  better  the  economy  for  the  State. 

!-■ 

pacts,  and  so  on.  it  seeir'' :  like  on  every  one  of  those  asses 

1- 

1- 

But,  at  the  same  time,  I  chink  we  should  look  at  the  larger 

Ti 

ments  of  the  impact,  at  the  bottom  of  the  analysis  it  would 

n 

issues  and  we  have  to  ask  ourselves,  what  are  we  really 

u 

say  little  or  no  impact.  And.  maybe  that's  true  for  each 

14 

doing  here?  And,  I  think  the  answer  to  that  is  we're  paying 

IS 

one  of  those  separate  items,  but  I  think  all  total,  they  had 

13 

to  dig  our  own  graves. 

up  to  a  rather  large  impact  on  things  such  as  the  impact 

tii 

Thank  you. 

17 

on  endangered  species  and  so  on.  Another  thing  1  wanted  to 

IT 

1  COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir. 

18 

talk  about  is  the  scenario  you  prepared  about  an  accident. 

18 

,  Ed  Kell. 

1 

19 

a  possible  accident.  And,  as  Lt.  Col.  Walsh  stated,  it 

l» 

BY  MR.  ED  KEIL; 

ao 

was  pure  hypothesis  of  what  could  go  wrong,  the  14  deaths 

20 

My  name  is  Ed  Keii,  K-E-I-L,  and  I  farm  east  of  Conrad 

il 

per  million  is  pure  hypothesis  as  he  said.  The  truth  is  we 

21 

and  I'm  on  one  of  the  major  roads  that  you  have  and  we  do  not 

■n 

really  don't  know  exactly  what  could  go  wrong  and  there  is 

have  a  missile  on  our  farm.  But,  I'm  concerned  about  some  of 

no  100%  guarantee  that  an  accident  couldn't  happen.  And, 

•23 

the  near  and  long  term  effects  on  the  tax  base  of  our  comnu- 

u 

the  only  guarantee  that  a  major  accident  couldn't  happen  is 

24 

nity.  Nothing  has  been  said--you  indicated  there  was  gcing 

a 

if  those  missiles  aren't  there,  and  if  that  deadly  plutonium 

o> 

ca 

25 

to  be  an  impact,  but  whether  or  not  the  military  is  going 

e 

e 
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1 

submit  some  type  of  an  addendum  to  the  Budget  Line  Item  or 

1 

1 

And,  if  BO.  1  would  hope  chat  all  of  the  increase  in  any 

something?  1  remember  about  15-18  years  ago,  the  ABN  came 

of  Che  coimunity  budgets  are  met  in  some  manner  and  that. 

' 

into  town  and  a  Major  Gallant  was  with  the  Corps  of  Engineer^ 

' 

did  you  mea.n  earlier  chat  it  was  up  to  this  group  or  local 

4 

and  he  was  the  P.  R.  person  for  them.  He  indicated  at  that  ; 

1 

people  to  submit  to  you  how  much  or  what  their  current 

time  that  things  were  going  to  be  great  because  there  was 

operations  there  are  now  and  that  you  would  meet  that--you 

going  to  be  a  billion  dollars  that  would  be  spent  here,  the 

indicated  in  some  type  earlier  of  an  answer? 

tax  base  would  grow,  and  everything  else.  We  developed  a 

'  i 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Go  ahead,  sir. 

< 

group  called  Pondera  Action  Council  which  submitted  to  the 

'*  1 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

■■ 

Military,  to  Sen.  Mansfield,  etc.,  some  of  the  needs  of  our 

In  our  analyses,  we  will,  first  of  all.  we've  been 

lit 

community  and  what  was  going  to  happen  if  we  had  the  ?,500 

lt» 

working  with  all  the  local  jurisdictions,  both  of  the 

tl 

people  in  Conrad  with  the  1,500  people  at  the  M^R  site.  etc. 

II 

State,  County,  and  City  level.  We've  been  looking  at  what 

IJ 

These  needs  were  met.  Major  Gallant  said  that  that  had  nevei 

>-■ 

the  services  there  axe  that  they  provide  right  now  and  what 

1  1 

happened  before  that  money  had  been  spent  for  the  community 

H 

they  might  have  to  provide  in  the  future.  And,  t.hen  we 

M 

impact,  but  through  some  pressure  through  Sen.  Mansfield,  thi 

s 

K 

looked  at  what  the  potential  revenues  that  may  be  generated  ' 

IS  1 

was  Line  Itemed  that  the  needs  to  our  conmunity  were  going  tc 

n 

from  this  Program  will  be  and  what  the  additional  expenditure 

s 

II 

be  great  that  we  couldn't  handle  it  here.  I'm  concerned  that 

might  be  to  provide  those  services  associated  with  this  parti 

- 

17 

if  you  don't  meet  some  of  those  needs,  in  fact  all  of  them. 

17 

cular  Program.  And,  then,  having  identified  what  the  problcn 

s 

IH 

whether  it  be  having  one  extra  Sheriff  Deputy,  or  whatever. 

M 

or  the  deficits  are  etc.,  then  we  start  developing  what  the 

19 

1  think  the  people  of  Conrad  or  Pondera  County  are  as  public 

19 

potential  mitigated  actions  that  could  be  taken.  Now,  it  is 

-JU 

spirited  and  want  to  see  the  country's  defense  as  well  as 

•2« 

not  appropriate  for  the  Air  Force  to  come  in  to  you,  to  the 

n  , 

any  place  else.  But.  1  don't  think  that  they  should  meet,  byj 

21 

City  of  Conrad,  to  the  City  of  Great  Falls,  or  to  any  local 

a 

by  Bond  Indebtedness  or  raising  the  taxes,  "'•ymore  chan  1 

jurisdiction,  and  tell  you  how  you're  going  to  adjust  to  meet 

'.’1 

anyone  else  in  New  York  or  something  is  going  to  support 

23  ' 

our  partlculsr  requirements.  That’s  your  prerogative.  But, 

24 

this  complex,  and  1  kind  of  feel  that  it  probably  will  go 

'24 

once  you  have  made  that  decision,  then  it  is  incumbent  upon 

25 

through  because  we're  spending  a  lot  of  money  on  developing. 

o> 

ca 

the  Air  Force,  and  in  fact  the  Federal  Government,  to  make 

1 
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sure  that  you  do  not  have  to  have  an  unfair  share  of  the 

burden.  I  can  only  identify  v'hat  we  have  done  on  previous 

occasions.  1  was  responsible  for  the  preparation  of  the 

Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  the  deployment  of  the 

Peacekeeper  in  Ninuteman  silos  at  F.  E.  Warren.  And.  in 

the  preparation  of  that  document,  we  identified  two  major 

areas  of  concern.  One  is  schools  where  we  saw  an  inmigrating 

population  that  would  cause  a  need  for  construction  of  a  new 

school.  And,  second,  we  saw  that  we  were  going  to  put  an 

lU 

undue  burden  on  the  water  system.  In  both  cases,  we. 

11 

the  Air  Force,  budgeted,  in  our  Military  construction  prograr 

IJ 

sufficient  money  such  that  we  could  give  the  school  system 

11 

4.8  millions  dollars  to  build  a  new  elementary  school  and 

14 

.4  million  dollars  to  upgrade  the  water  well  system,  we  als< 

IS 

worked  with  the  City  in  providing  studies  or  funding  studies 

18 

etc.,  so  they  could  better  figure  out  how  they  could  respond 

1 

17 

in  other  areas.  At  this  particular  point  in  time,  we 

IH 

have  given  to  the  State,  who  is  in  turn  working  with  the 

IS 

Counties  and  working  with  the  Federal  Highway  Department, 

■X  1 

S200.000.00  to  assess  the  roads.  And,  of  course,  other  moniei 

ii 

would  follow  to  look  at  the  design,  once  this  EtS  is  com¬ 

22 

pleted  and  working  with  local  Jurisdictions,  once  they  start 

•a 

making  their  decisions  on  how  they  wish  to  meet  the  impacts 

24 

that  are  identified  here  tonight,  then  we  would  likewise  be 

^ 

looking  at  ways  to  help  fund  implementation  of  those  measures 

a> 

ca 
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That  IS  the  consnitment  of  the  Axr  Force. 

BY  MR.  ED  KEIL: 

well,  I  appreciate  that  and  i  realize  that  you  are— 
you've  come  a  long  ways,  let's  put  it  that  way,  in  the  last 
15  or  20  years  for  sjnall  cownunities  like  this  in  developing 
a  major  project,  such  as  this,  to  come  to  our  comnunity,  to 
these  cansBunities,  and  have  an  impact.  And,  i  well  appre¬ 
ciate  the  fact  there  is  going  to  be  hundreds  of  millions  of 
dollars  spent  in  the  area.  But.  I  would  like  to  know,  now, 
as  a  farmer,  how  l  am  going  to  get  some  of  that  money  so  I 
can  help  pay  the  extra  taxes  that  we  may  have  for  an  addi¬ 
tional  Sheriff  or  security  or  maintenance  of  the  roads  or 
whatever.  The  County  Comnissioner  said  yes,  we  do  have  some 
good  roads.  Pondera  County  is  fortunate  we  do  have  had  so 
much  money  spent.  But,  also,  by  the  same  token,  we're 
spending  more  now  for  maintenance  than  we  did  years  ago, 
more  than  some  of  the  other  counties  around  because  we  have 
additional  military  impact  on  it,  you  know,  at  this  stage  of 
the  gaiTte,  the  sack  is  out  and  that's  that  much  more  travel 
and  we  maintain  them. 

COL.  WALSH:  Nay  I  answer  that 
guestion? 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Yes,  sir. 

BY  COL.  WALSH; 

In  response  to  that,  that  was  a  concern  that  was  raise< 
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in  a  recent  meeting  of  County  Commissioners,  the  Air  Force, 
State  Highway  Department,  Federal  Highway.  The  extra  burden 
on  the  Counties  in  the  maintenance  of  the  roads,  not 
only  the  maintenance  but  the  snow  removal,  etc.,  and. 
again  it's  the  commitment  of  the  Air  Force  that  for  that  wor  ; 
that  is  extraordinary  and  in  direct  support  of  the  Air  Force 
that  the  Air  Force  would  pay  for  such  maintenance. 

BY  MR.  ED  CTIL; 

That's  just  a  question  that  we  are.  some  of  us  who 
don't  have  a  bar,  or  a  grocery  store  or  something,  or  a 
motel,  that  will  receive  some  of  the  impact  coming  in.  we're 
concerned  about  what  would  happen.  Thank  you. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you. 

Mr.  Keil.  Buck  O'Brien.  Nr.  O'Brii  n, 
you  submitted  a  written  statement  a 
well.  I  can  either  have  that  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  record  or  if  you  woul< 
like,  you  can  read  it. 

MB.  O'BRIEN:  I'd  like  to 
submit  that  to  the  record,  but  I'd 
also  like  to  read  it  for  the  bencfi 
of  the  people  that  are  here  pretty 
much. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Yes,  sir. 

BY  MR.  BUCK  O'BRIEH: 


For  the  record,  my  name  is  Buck  O'Brien  and  t  am  ap¬ 
pearing  here  as  an  individual  on  my  own  behalf. 

This  hearing  is  to  discuss  the  social,  economic  and  en¬ 
vironmental  impacts  of  the  proposed  Nidgetman  mobile  missile 
system  on  Montana.  It’s  not  a  hearing  to  discuss  and  debate 
the  strategic  need  or  lack  of  need  for  the  missile  system, 
so  I'll  leave  that  for  another  day.  There  are  some  strategi  ; 
questions  that  have  some  bearing  on  the  potential  impacts  on 
our  area  that  I  would  like  to  discuss. 

Of  course,  the  purpose  of  the  Midgetman  is  to  deploy 
intercontinental  ballistic  missiles  in  a  mobile  basing  systei, 
one  that  can  be  dispersed  and  thus  be  made  more  difficult  fo 
the  Soviets  to  target.  The  more  we  can  disperse  our  targets  - 
we  call  them  missiles,  the  Soviets  call  the*  -^raetS'-the 
more  it  costs  the  Soviets  to  hit  them  all.  Clearly,  dispers  il 
IS  a  good  idea.  Thus,  if  dispersal  is  such  a  good  idea,  I 
have  to  wonder  why  the  Pentagon  wants  to  take  three  missiles  - 
one  Ninuteman  and  two  Midgetmen--and  pile  them  up  on  the 
same  bullseye,  namely  a  Minuteman  sll'i.  With  three  targets 
stacked  neatly  on  top  of  each  other  like  that,  we  make  the 
Soviet  targeting  staff's  job  a  whole  lot  easier.  If  we  only 
get  tactical  warning  of  attack--that  is,  if  the  attack  comes 
like  a  bolt  from  the  blue,  leaving  only  minutes  to  react-- 
the  likelihood  of  the  Soviets  catching  three  of  our  missiles 
with  one  of  theirs  is  much  greater.  Thus,  i  have  to  guestioi 
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whattwr  1C'«  strategically  wise  to  place  all  these  missiles 
in  nice  neat  little  targets  for  the  Soviets. 

Assuming  that  the  folks  in  the  Pentagon  have  thought 
about  these  targeting  concerns,  as  I'm  sure  they  have,  then 
they  ought  to  tell  us  how  they're  going  to  deal  with  it.  As 
J  see  It,  the  Pentagon  is  likely  to  address  this  by  reducing^ 
the  value  of  the  target;  -.ha*  is  by  taking  some  of  their  egg^ 
out  of  the  basket.  Now,  since  we  know  Nidgetman  is  coming, 
the  only  other  egg  to  take  out  of  the  basket  is  the  Minutema|) 
missile  that  sits  underneath  the  Mldgetmen.  And  I  think 
that's  what  the  Pentagon  is  going  to  do--eIiminate  the 
Minuteman  missiles,  specifically,  the  Mlnuteman  II  missiles 
that  are  scattered  throughout  Northcentral  Montana. 

There  are  a  number  of  reasons  to  think  this  is  the 
case.  First,  there  are  the  targeting  concerns  that  I've 
listed.  Second,  there  is  the  concern  in  the  Congress  and 
among  the  American  people  about  limitations.  If  we' re 
going  to  have  any  credible  arms  limits,  we'll  have  to  remove 
one  old  warhead  for  each  new  warhead  we  put  on  line.  Third, 
there’s  age.  The  Minuteman  II  is  getting  old.  The  Midgetmai 
is  new.  It  makes  sense  in  terms  of  cost  and  reliability  to 
use  the  new.  Thus,  it  appears  to  this  farmboy  that  the 
Pentagon  is  going  to  eliminate  the  Minuteman  ll  at  some  poinj 
probably  not  too  long  after  the  Midgetman  becomes  fully 
operational. 


Also  I  note  that  such  elimination  haa  been  alluded  to 
in  Che  United  scatea  Senate.  Specifically,  the  Senaca 
Armed  Services  Consnittee  alluded  to  the  possibility  in  its 
report  to  accompany  the  FY08-FY89  National  Defense  Autnoriza} 
tion  Act.  The  report,  written  last  May,  specifically  urges 
the  Pentagon  to  slow  the  pace  of  Midgetman  development  and 
to  restrict  it  to  one  warhead.  It  notes  in  doing  so,  and  1 
quote,  "appears  warranted  in  view,"  p«rdon  me.  It  notes  tha^ 
doing  so,  and  I  quote,  "appears  warranted  in  view  of  the 
current  direction  of  arms  control  limitations  on  warhead 
levels,  and  because  of  the  eventual  need  to  replace  the 
Minuteman  II  missile.” 

This  concern  about  the  Minuteman  is  the  basis  for  my 
question  toniqht  to  the  Air  Force.  We've  heard  much  in  re¬ 
cent  weeks  about  the  potential  socio-economic  impacts  of  the 
Midgetman  on  the  area,  and  about  all  the  people  it's  going  tk 
bring  in.  However. we  haven't  heard  anything  about  the  poten| 
tial  impact  of  decommissioning  the  Minuteman  II  system. 

Given  the  likelihood  of  decommissioning  of  the  Minuteman  II 
system,  1  think  the  study  of  the  Nidgetman  impacts  doesn't  g^ 
far  enough.  The  impact  study  ought  to  address  the  long-term 
effects  of  the  Midgetman,  and  decontnissioning  the  Minuteman 
IS  one  of  chose  long-term  effects.  Thus,  I  ask  you,  what  la 
the  projected  impact  of  the  decommissioning  of  the  Minuteman^ 
How  many  people  will  be  removed  from  the  area  as  a  result' 
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How  many  school  children  will  be  removed  from  the  area 

Budget  has  continuously  eroded  the  funding  for  human  service 

school  syste.Tis  as  a  result?  whsc  wii:  be  the  dollar  less  to 

piograms.  we  are  told  that  the  Proposed  Small  ICBM  Program 

the  area  as  the  result  of  the  elimination  of  such  <%  long- 

will  have  a  significant  impact  on  human  services  budgets  in 

standing  mission  at  Malmstrom? 

■ 

our  areas.  These  are  the  very  areas  which  have  suffered  fro 

In  Pondera  County,  we  have  felt  this  kind  of  devasta- 

increased  Defense  spending  en  the  National  level  and  indirec 

ting  effect  before,  specifically,  i-n  1972,  when  constr-jctio.-. 

iy  on  the  State  and  local  ',evei  is  tax  protests  have  brought 

of  the  ABM  system  here  was  halted  in  mid-srream.  In  antici- 

about  decreased  funding  for  education  and  social  services. 

pation  of  the  ABM  system's  effects  on  pondeia  County,  we 

- 

Human  services  in  many  of  our  rural,  small  Montana  cowminiti 

overbuilt  our  schools,  overbuilt  our  hospital,  and  over- 

arc  provided  almost  exclusively  by  vclunteers,  as  I'm  sure 

extended  ourselves.  So,  this  time,  I  think  we're  ('ntitled 

you  have  found  out  in  doing  your  careful  study  of  the  area. 

1 1 

to  Know,  in  advance,  what  the  complete  impact  cf  this  new 

'.I 

My  husband  and  brother-in-law  both  serve  on  the  Chester 

system  will  be  on  our  people  and  our  economy.  If  ;t  means 

Volunteer  Fire  and  Ambulance  Department.  You  say  that 

1  < 

jobs,  more  pieopie  and  more  economic  activity,  we  want  to  hea 

training  will  re  dene  for  emergency  types  of  maneuvers  of 

U 

about  It.  But,  if  in  the  long  run  it  means  the  loss  of  jobs. 

>1 

these  people.  I  certainly  hope  that  happens.  It  hasn't 

IS 

the  loss  of  personnel  and  a  decline  in  economic  activity. 

happened  in  the  last  eight  years,  as  far  as  I  know.  We  have 

we  also  want  to  hear  about  that.  Thank  you. 

1. 

had  no  training  of  our  volunteer  people  in  Chester.  And, 

.7 

COL.  BRISTOL;  Thank  ycu.  sir. 

we've  had,  I  think,  naybe  four  or  five  full-time  people  that 

Margaret  Novak. 

would  te  involved  in  that  professionally.  The  rest  would 

BY  MS.  MARGARET  NOVAK: 

be  done  totally  by  volunteers  so  that  that  area  hasn't  been 

I'm  here  to  address  the  No  Action  Alternative.  My  com 

addressed  adcquaiel,-  *ar  as  I  can  tell  to  this  point. 

ments  are  regarding  the  impact  on  public  services  and  on  er- 

We  are  called  as  a  Nation  under  God  to  ^.are  fnt  the 

72 

ployment  as  related  to  private  business  in  this  area.  My 

,-7 

sick,  the  hungry,  the  oppressed,  and  for  the  imprisoned  In 

71 

husband  and  I  own  a  supermarket  in  Chester,  which  is  downwin 

7. 

our  midst.  We  can  not  do  this  adequately,  even  without  the 

14 

of  the  area  studied  where  we  employ  i8  full  and  part  time 

.•1 

i.mpact  of  the  Small  ICBM  Program,  let  alone  with  the  impact 

JS 

people.  Throughout  our  recent  national  history,  our  Defense 

that  we  feel  if  this  Program  is  deployed. 

a> 

71 
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I 

According  to  your  definitions,  endangered  species  will 

1 

be  minimally  affected,  if  I  remember  your  information  cor- 

' 

rectly.  But,  sir,  I  would  submit  that  we.  aa  human  beings. 

< 

i 

are  threatened  and  endangered  species  if  we  continue  to  sup- 

port  the  deployment  of  Programs  such  as  this. 

Any  economic  benefit  we  ss  business  people  enjoy  will 

be  short-term  at  best.  We  can  only  compare  such  a  benefit 

- 

to  one  where  a  previously  unemployed  worker  would  reap  wealt 

* 

" 

receiving  a  paycheck  for  building  her  own  guillotine,  t  am 

10 

here  as  a  business  person  who  tries  to  live  a  life  of  integrit 

lii 

II 

In  other  words.  I,  as  ail  of  v^u,  live  with  the  constant  tensio 

1 

11 

li 

of  being  the  person  I  believe  God  calls  me  to  be  and.  at  the 

J.' 

l  ( 

same  time,  run  a  viable  and  profitable  business.  1  want  to 

It 

M 

raise  my  children  and  run  my  business  in  a  country  which  is 

U 

IS 

truly  secure.  A  country  which  lives  under  God,  with  liberty 

>9 

Ih 

and  justice  for  all.  Ny  security  is  provided  by  that  God  of 

>7 

peace  and  justice,  not  by  the  false  Gods  of  high  technology 

i: 

la 

and  nuclear  weapons. 

IS 

19 

Thank  you. 

19 

JO 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Mrs. 

JO 

Jl 

Novak.  James  Yeager. 

.'1 

■a 

MR.  YEAGER*.  No  questions. 

- 

'.’i 

COL.  BRISTOL:  2ane  Zell- 

■n 

BY  MR.  2ANE  ZELL; 

24 

I  would  just  like  to  address  a  few  things  I  asked  as 

A 

Oi 
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question!  earlier.  When  you  told  me  chat  it  is  not  appro¬ 
priate  to  address  moral  and  ptycholoqical  impacts  at  this 
Hearing.  And.  you  told  me  it  is  not  appropriate  to  give  | 
consideration  to  the  Initiative  that  the  people  of  ttontana  | 
passed  opposing  the  research  and  development  and  deployment  <  f 
additional  nuclear  weapons  in  Montana.  But,  i  have  to  beg  ti 
differ.  Z  think  this  forum  is  the  most  appropriate  place- 

Now.  we  all  know  that  all  the  economic  impacts  you've 
considered  very  clearly  and  laid  them  all  out  in  careful 
analysis.  But,  %#e  know  the  figures  can  be  luggled  and  mani¬ 
pulated  to  make  any  proiect  look  favorable  for  business 
interests.  And,  as  a  farmer,  to  survive  until  1987,  I've 
had  to  be  a  businessman  and  this  project  isn't  worth  a  damn. 

I  would  like  to  also  question  the  adequacy  of  the 
studies  of  impacts  on  wildlife.  In  your  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement,  the  only  wildlife  with  significance  for  the 
site  PI,  which  I  happen  to  farm  around,  was--you  indicated 
was  the  mule  deer.  But,  I  know  for  a  fact,  having  lived 
there  all  my  life,  that  not  only  are  there  mule  deer,  but 
there  are  white-tail  deer,  and  pronghorn,  and  there's  wild 
turkey,  and  they  all  exist  there  in  significant  numbers. 

So.  t  would  have  to  question  the  adequacy  of  your  wildlife 
studies,  not  only  at  this  site,  but  I  assume  chat  if  they 
are  so  deficient  at  this  particular  site  chat  I  imagine 
there  was  something  going  on  like  this  at  all  the  other  site  i 
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I  that  were  considered. 

t  would  like  CO  also  say  chat  these  impacts  that  you 
I  say  are  not  appropriate,  the  moral  and  psychological  impacts. 

I  chat  these  are  cultural  impacts.  These  are  impacts  chat  af¬ 
fect  our  way  of  life-  And,  these  aren't  impacts  that  we  ar  ; 
able  to  quantify  and  put  up  on  a  nice  display  and  say.  well, 
this  IS  going  to  benefit  this  community  such  and  such.  Ho, 
you  can't  put  dollars  on  it.  And.  that's  why  I  feel  this 

•  Environmental  Impact  Statement  is  wholly  inadequate. 

I'l  I'm  also  very  concerned  about  the  impacts  on  addi- 

II  tlonal  security  personnel  running  around  on  the  roads,  arounc 

ij  Che  site  here,  will  have  on  the  operation  of  my  farm  busi- 

II  ness  and  my  freedom  to  move  around  on  m.y  land.  It  seems  to 

t4  me  that  it  will  come  to  the  point  where  their  priorities  will 
IS  be.  not  what  is  being  produced  on  the  land,  or  the  people 
i>  working  on  the  land,  it  will  be  what's  going  on  with  the 
i;  military  and  their  projects  that  are  going  on. 

M  COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir- 

I'l  David  Cien.  Old  I  mispronounce 

.n  that  for  the  second  time.  David? 

ji  1  apologize. 

MR.  OIEN;  Oicn.  0-I-E-N. 

ji  If  you  were  a  Norwegian,  you  would 

24  probably  Know  better. 

M.  CCL  BRISTOL;  I'm  sorry.  Alriglt. 


BY  MR.  DAVID  OIEN; 

What  I  have  to  say  is  not  very“-so  eloquent  as  Margaret 
Novak  or  Buck  O'Brien,  and  I  guess  not  as  philosophical 
as  Mr.  Zell  either.  I  would  to  address  tone  maybe  very 
specific  issues  in  the  Draft  EIS. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Could  you  come { 
just  4  little  bit  closer  to  the 
microphone.  Thank  you. 

Rirst  I'd  like  to  thank  you  for  mailing  all  of  us 
a  copy  of  the  EIS,  and  for  sure  it  is  impressive  in  bulk, 
and  almost  hard  to  carry  around.  I  was  especially  impressed 
With  the  fact  that  the  scoping  Hearings  went  in  March  and 
April  and  the  document  was  produced  in  the  middle  of  June, 
and  that's  pretty  good  work  for  the  Federal  Government  and 
something  that  we're  not  usually  likely  to  get.  I  guess. 

Anyhow,  I  would  like  to  address  a  few  comments.  speci4 
fically  to  the  Draft  EIS.  First  of  all.  it  seems  to  me  chaf 
the  EIS  was  written  before  the  Scoping  Hearings,  with  all 
due  respect,  I'd  like  to  suggest  that.  At  the  very  least, 
it  was  written  without  too  much  regard  for  what  those  Hearings 
scoped  and  the  concerns  raised  there  and  my  first  clue  to 
this,  that  this  might  be  the  case,  was  found  early  on  in 
the  EIS.  on  pages  S-I3.  It  says.  "Scoping  Meetings  were 
conducted  in  Great  Falls.  Lewistowr.,  Miles  City,  and  Helena^ 
Conrad  was  omitted.  Perhaps  it  was  simply  a  typographical 


a» 


> 

U 


J 


E-217 


EV2-1/129  g  EV2-I/129 


DOCUMENT  128 


DOCUMENT  126 


1 

error,  but  I’ve  been  following  the  Contra  Hearings 

1 

1 

document.  In  my  own  testimony,  1  questioned  the  generality 

and  it  ae«Ba  that  what  la  not  said  is  more  important  than 

and  vagueness  of  the  Legislative  CIS  and  you  assured  aw  that 

' 

what  actually  is  aaid  and  ao  it  made  me  wonder.  Anyhow,  it 

■ 

this  Draft  CIS  would  deal  with  the  specifics,  but  it  does 

struck  me  as  odd,  especially  since  the  Conrad  Hearings  were 

. 

not.  Ac  least  certainly  not  the  specifics  that  we  asked  you' 

' 

delayed  a  couple  of  %^eks.  It  almost  seems  like  maybe  the 

1  about  three  aionthe  ago.  This  document  reports  primarily  on  | 

Draft  was  written,  you  know,  before  we  had  our  Hearings. 

the  requirements  in  terms  of  resources  for  Hidgetnwn.  How 

And,  as  I  continued  to  read  the  BIS,  it  seemed  to  me  that 

'  much  gravel,  how  much  land,  how  much  water,  how  many  people. 

the  vast  majority  of  the  concerns  that  were  expressed  in 

and  so  forth.  The  requirements  is  what  you  need  to  build  on 

j 

■' 

their  specifics  at  Conrad,  the  Conrad  Hearing,  and  other 

The  iispscts  are  what  we  suffer  if  you  do.  This  Eis  does  not 

Kl 

Hearings,  were  actually  not  answered  in  this  EIS.  For  in¬ 

lU 

talk  about  the  higher  cost  of  goods  and  services,  the 

11 

stance,  at  the  scoping  Hearings  here.  I  heard  questions  re¬ 

II 

incrsssed  taxes,  the  larger  welfare  rolls,  and  so  forth. 

]1 

lating  to  weed  control,  the  interference  and  availability 

12 

That's  what  the  folks  at  the  Scoping  Hearing  were  asking. 

\1 

of  irrigation  water,  increaaed  coat  of  auto  insurance,  which. 

II 

Those  are  the  guescions  that  we  thought  you  were  accepting  an 

1 

14 

apparently  a  local  agent  aaid  occurred  as  a  direct  result  of 

14 

would  be  answered.  Now,  assuming  that  the  Transcript  of  thsi 

IS 

the  ABM  traffic,  increased  risk  of  auto  accidents,  the  like¬ 

16 

Hearing  still  sxitts,  and  has  not  been  messed  up  with  Col. 

tb 

lihood  of  arrival  of  more  migrant  workers  than  loba,  the  in¬ 

II. 

North  in  hiB  shredding  machine--  1 

17 

creased  burden  on  taxpayers  for  social  services,  the  increase 

17 

COL.  BRISTOL:  1  have  a  copy.  ' 

ID 

in  Federal  taxes  in  order  to  come  up  with  40  billion  dollars 

IS 

You  have  a  copy.  Okay.  Good.  Perhaps  such  concerns 

19 

to  build  the  system,  the  psychological  effect  of  ever- 

19 

could  be  resurrected  and  addressed  in  the  Final  Draft.  My 

JO 

increasing  military  presence  in  the  rural  community,  and.  the 

•Jft 

concerns  wich  the  dislocated  famlliea  was  already  ans%iexed 

21 

effect  of  the  No  Action  Alternative.  In  terms  of  what  would 

il 

and  I  thank  you  for  that. 

22 

be  the  results  if  the  citizens  were  allowed  to  spend  their 

22 

1  also  have  a  concern  that,  while  it  might  be  argued 

•2.1 

own  40  billion  dollars  or  some  or  all  of  it  %Mrc  spent  on 

•23 

that  this  EIS  does  a  reasonable  job  in  outlining  the  require¬ 

24 

socially  productive  projects. 

24 

ments  of  the  construction  phase,  it  does  not  do  an  adequate 

'26 

Now,  none  of  these  concerns  were  addressed  in  this 

26 

job  with  the  operational  phase.  And,  there  are  several 

CO 

77 

>s.  . 

7« 

> 

>■  1 

U 

U 
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«xanple«  of  this,  but  I  will  mention  just  one.  The  heart 
of  the  Mid^etman  System  it  the  Hard  Mobile  Launcher.  But. 
its  movements  in  peacetime  are  cursorily  mentioned  and  no 
analysis  is  in  the  Draft  EIS.  As  1  understand  it.  there  wil^ 
be  200  Hard  Mobile  Launchers.  Each  one  makes  one  trip  to  anjl 
from  Malmstrom  every  year.  Now.  it  seems  like  no  bio  deal 
in  the  £2S.  What  that  essentially  means  is  40C  trips  per 
year.  This  vehicle  is  14  feet  wide  and  lOS  feet  1009.  The 
law  of  averades  say  that  there  will  be  one  or  more  of  these 
beasts  on  the  rosd  every  day  of  the  year  and  they  all  con* 
verge  on  Great  falls.  I  want  to  know  how  this  works  in  real| 
life?  Do  they  travel  on  lOth  Avenue  South  with  their 
entourage  and  security  people  and  helicopters,  and  how  many 
go  through  the  town  of  Conrad  and  how  often?  Thoae  are  quesj 
tiona  we  have  as  cititens  that  the  Draft  does  not  address. 
And,  what  does  this  mean  for  local  traffic,  for  school  busses! 
for  20  foot  wide  farm  equipnwnt,  and  so  forth.  I  think  who-| 
ever  wrote  this  really  had  no  conception  about  the  Hard 
Mobile  Launcher  in  real  life.  It'a  easy  to  conceptualize, 
but  it's,  I  think,  much  more  difficult  to  actually  live  with 
And,  what  happens  in  war  time?  The  purpose  of  these 
•-hings  are  to  wage  war  and  you  must  assume  on  some  of  them 
they  will  be  used  unless  they  are  totally  useless.  In  times: 
of  alert  or  tension,  will  they  be  cruising  the  road.  It  seem4 
to  me  there's  been  hundreds  or  thousands  of  alerts  during  th4 


past  decade.  In  times  of  war,  I  assume  that  they'll  all  be 
out  on  the  road.  Now,  the  last  i  hcitd.  in  time  of  war,  th« 
citizena  of  thia  County  are  supposed  to  mmp  into  theit  can 
and  trucks  and  drive  in  an  orderly  fashion  to  Kaliapell.  If 
it's  this  time  of  year,  we  can  pick  cherries  which  would  be 
nice.  Okay,  now,  how  does  the  Hard  Mobi;e  Launcher  enter  in¬ 
to  thia)  There  will  probably  be  a  couple  dozen  Hard  Mobile  ^ 
Launchers  speeding  along  our  roads  at  60  miles  an  hour,  we'ie 
talking  wartime  now.  Ar*  there  evacuation  plana  that  will  ^l' 
low  us  CO  avoid  the  roads  that  the  HML's  are  on.  because  I 
sume  they  will  not  slow  down  if  they  see  us  coming.  If  there 
are  plana,  will  the  local  Emergency  Coordinator  know  of  therr. 
and  if  she  does  know  of  them,  will  she  tell  us?  will  we  get 
to  practice  dodging  HML's  doing  60  miles  an  hour  past  our 
doorsteps?  And,  conversely,  will  they  get  tc  practice  dodging 
crazed  citizens  and  strings  of  cars  backed  up  waiting  for 
some  stop  light  tc  change  sorrtewhere?  Now,  some  may  scoff, 
but  if  this  IS  real.  40  billion  dcllars  is  spent  to  protect  i 
citizens  of  this  country,  I'd  like  to  be  reassured  that  my 
family  and  I  won't  end  up  being  trapped  in  the  holocaust 
that  would  follow  the  use  of  the  Midgetman.  Nov.  at  the 
very  least,  %fe  should  have  tome  aasurance  of  escaping  the 
embarrassment  of  being  killed  by  our  own  Air  Force. 

finally.  I  assume  that  the  renovated  silo  facilities 
will  be  tested  and  not  one  page  of  the  d'vojne-.c  mentions 
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cr  assessed  its  iirpsct.  Zt  s  *ry  i.ndcrstsr.dir.9  that  in  ! 
the  19'7C‘s  4  number  c!  Kinutenar.  Silos  were  tested  end  | 

electronic  simuletior.  of  nuclear  attack  by  use  cf  a  hu^e  | 

dcse  of  electromagnetic  pulse,  or  EMP.  wall,  this  was  all 
very  hush,  hush  at  the  time,  the  evidence  indicates,  and 
:  should  mention  that  there  were  a  n'umbcr  of  lawsuits  filed  ' 
in  this  regard  years  age.  but  the  evidence  indicates  that  a  ' 
n.4mDer  of  residents  near  silos  being  tested  developed  j 

various  exotic  diseases  and  cancers  and  some  cf  them  even¬ 
tually  died.  This  testing  apparently  occurred  in  this  Countjr 

I 

and  other  counties.  Now,  we  <how  that  the  military  is  not  j 
beyond  conducting  unannc-nced  tests  or.  its  own  personnel 
and  cr.  American  citizens.  My  question  is  simply,  will 
EMP  testing  or  other  dangerous  testing  oe  conducted  on  the 
Midgetman,  will  we  have  advance  notification,  will  we  be  j 
compensated  in  the  event  of  adverse  effects  on  livestccs  1 

cr  crops  or  humans,  and  will  the  Fir.al.  EIS  address  this  j 

f 

issue'  Thans  you. 

CCl.  BRISTCL:  Thar.k  you.  sir- 
COl.  WAISK:  Sir.  may  I  have 
an  opportunity,  please?  | 

CCL-  BRISTCL:  Sc  a.-.ead. 

BY  COL.  wALSH: 

Thar.k  you.  You  raised  some  very  ir.terestir.g  g-estior.s 
First  of  all.  :  Will  hot  address  tr.e  rhetorical  guestior.s 
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that  you  have  made.  Yo;.  have  made  some  specific  points  we  1 

-■ 

would  definitely  wi.l  and  are  .egally  responsible  tc  consi-| 

der  in  tne  Final.  But.  ycu  did  raise  a  series  of  issues 

• 

that  I  think  should  be  addressed  r.ere.  First  cf  all,  being 

responsible  for  this  preparation  of  this  document,  1  can 

assure  you  it  was  not  written  before  Scoping,  wc  spent  s 

lot  of  time  after  the  Scoping  Meetings  going  through  beth 

■ 

the  inputs  s.nd  the--st  the  Scoping  Meetings,  as  we.l  1 

as,  inputs  that  we  get  from  the  State.  Federal,  a.nd 

Local  Governments,  in  accomplishing  our  analyses.  Nat.rslly^ 

in  this  particular  document,  we  can't  put  all  the  issues. 

If  we  identified  everything  that  we  analyzed,  this  would  netj 

be  a  simple  volume,  one  volume.  'lou  would  get  t.ne  Encycloper- 

'4 

dia  Brittanies.  5c,  what  we  have  to  do  and  what  tne  Kationai. 

Environmental  Policy  Act  and  ;ts--the  Council  on  Enviror-men^ 

!• 

tal  Policy  and  Council  or.  Quality,  implementing  re^.lations. 

11 

directions,  is  to  identify  significant  impacts  tc  the 

1» 

decision  maker.  And,  that's  what  we  have  basically  done. 

19 

we  have  net  ignored  the  inputs  that  were  provided  to  us-  we 

J* 

have  analyzed  them  in  this  docufoent,  we  have  identified  what 

r: 

ficar.t  issues  t.nat  should  be  raised  tc  the  decision  maker. 

d-'» 

We  appear  before  ycu  today  for  you  to  judge  the  adeq-uacy  of 

how  we've  dc.ne  that.  A.“.d.  nat-rally.  we  are  soliciting  your 

input  or.  whether  it  was  adequate  cr  not  or  whether  we  should 

Oi 

CU 

put  mere  emphasis  or.  some  areas  that'-ir.  accorda.nce  with 

i 

your  perspective.  f 

BY  MR.  TAV:T  CltH: 

Is  It  possible,  ih  the  or.e-to-cr.e  sasis.  to  go  bacx 
and  get  answers  to  questions.  yc»  snow,  for  instance,  if  an 
individual  asks  abcut-- 

oh.y  possible,  out  it  will  napper.  ( 
w-t.n  a.l  the  questions  *hat  nave  oefr. 
raised  tonight  that  nave  net  oeen 
answered  tonight  will  be  answered 
fer  the  record  and  w;ll  be  .n  t.he  . 
Fir.a.  Environments.  I"?*-' 

J. ;  .  snt.'.Jr.  •  oc  any  ;.c5t-:n# 


3V  MR.  lAv::  ::£>•  • 

And.  the  questions  raised  at  the  cr.g.r.al  Sc-r;.'.; 

Hear ing  as  we  1 1 . 

BY  :C1.  WALSH: 

Every  ;-es*.tr  -rat  .-.as  been  raised  t.-.ij.h*  as  *-  *  ne  • 
adeq-acy  :f  'ne  deevent  w;..  r-e  .r.z.^iei  .n  f.r.a*  LIS. 

ar.d  we  will  rave  tc  exp. air.  t:  yc-.  ei'her  wr.at  sl:.st“er.t 
was  -ade  tc  the  dt.-.»-en*  z:  wny  we  d.c  -axe  ar  at:  .sr-vn^ 

tr  'he  dtT.u^nt.  • 

BY  MR.  LA'.  :  L  1 EN  •  I 


My  concern  .$  with  the  specifics.  And.  as  an  individu*! 
living  here,  :  deal  with  the  specifics.  A.nd ,  a  Mr.  Keil  j 
essentially  asked  hew  much  mere  is  it  going  te  cest  us  ever  ] 

*  '  a  period  of  years  to  maintain  the  roads  as  they're  built^' 

:  g..ess  .’'V  q-uestior.  is,  can  nc  get  ar.  answer  tc  that  question? 
S'»'  :;L.  'WALSH: 

Since  he's  asked  the  question  tonight,  he  is  gcihg  to 

•  !  get  an  answer,  yes.  ! 

,  BY  MR.  LAVIL  CIEN :  j 

ureat.  Thank  you.  ! 

'  I 

-  !  rCL.  BRlSTCL:  Thank  you,  sir.! 

;  .  Edward  Larsen.  Mr.  Larsen,  if  ycuj 

wculd  held  on  :.st  cne  secend,  the  j 

»  j  rc..rt  Reporter's  going  tc  dc  some-  I 

••  !  ’hin.g  with  his  equipment  here.  t 

••  ’  .^.rase  proceed,  sir.  ' 

:-j  BY  HR.  ELWAFL  LARSON:  { 

•«  !  I'm  Edward  .  Larsen.  President  of  T  S  T  Land  lompany.  j 
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1 

COL.  BRiSTOLi  Alright.  Sir. 

From  the  sheet.  X  thought  that  you 

had  wished  to  make  a  stateswnt  as 

1 

well.  Thank  you,  sir.  col.  Walsh. 

.. 

Sit,  there  is  no  guarantee  that  1  can  provide  you  to- 

night  that  the  System  either  will  be  deployed  in  it's  entire 

> 

or  It  will  never  be  deployed  or  chat  only  naif  deployed.  Tha 

■' 

is  Che  decision  of  Cong.^ss  and  the  President.  And,  each 

... 

year  the  Congress  has  an  opportunity  to  review  the  entire 

It 

^  Program,  all  of  the  strategic  programa,  and,  of  course,  over 

time,  they  may  change  their  opinion  on  the  usefulness  of  thii 

II 

1  particular  System.  I  can  assure  you  though,  thst  if  we  were 

n 

in  the  midst  of  deployment  snd  a  decision  was  made  to  either 

IS 

discontinue  the  effort  or  to  undo  all  the  work  that  had  been 

Hi 

done,  then  the  Air  Force  would  have  to  consider  the  prepara- 

17 

cion  of  a  subsequent  Environmental  Impact  Statement  to  look  a 

Che  consequences  of  chat  action,  to  look  at  the  impacts  chat 

19 

such  action  would  cause,  and  then,  to  secure,  through  the 

-JO 

Congress,  appropriate  federal  aid  to  compensate  or  mitigate 

.’I 

Che  impacts  of  chat  particular  action. 

22 

COL.  BRISTOL:  If  I  could  just 

22 

make  an  observation.  This  has  oeen 

34 

raised  several  times,  and  just  as 

33 

the  Heating  Officer,  the  prior  acti< 
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of  concrete  About  as  bi<3  as  Shelby  plsce-d  in  the  9round.  it  s 
too  bed  you  couldn't  think  up  so«t«thin9  to  do  with  thst.  it 
looks  kind  of  strenge  sitting  there  about  l/lCth  of  it  above 
the  ground.  But.  one  thing.  I  don't  went  you  to  think  I'si  an 
negative.  I've  been  really  pleased  to  be  here,  and  to  be  abl< 
to  get  a  copy  of  the  EXS  and  read  it  and  to  be  able  to  partici* 
pate  in  this  whole  thing,  because  X  think  that's  really  great. 
And.  I  don't  know  how--what  it  has  done  for  «inuter»an  and  all 
the  other  things,  but  1  think  that's  really  good,  and  I  ap¬ 
preciate  It  very  much.  So,  I'm  not  :u8t  totally  negative 
against  what's  going  on  here.  It's  ]ust  that  X  don't  parti¬ 
cularly  agree  with  the  project,  but.  as  far  as  the  Draft  Els. 
aa  far  as  I'm  concerned,  looking  at  the  whole  heart  of  the 
thing  is  nuclear  warheads.  That's  what  X  see  mainly  in  this 
whole  thing.  That  comes  to  my  mind  all  the  time.  Your 
section  on  safety.  I  think,  is  just  totally  inadequate.  It 
doesn't  tell--nobody  here  knew  what  the  half-life  of  the 
plutonium  la.  Well,  I  know  enough  to  knew  it's  around 
100,000  years.  That  means  in  100,000  years,  the  radioactivit  ’ 
has  dropped  only  i/2,  so,  that  means  it's  s  curve  that 
gradually  slopes  out.  This  stuff's  going  to  be  deadly  for 
a  million  years.  So.  this  is  truly  a  very  important  thing 
that  the  public  know  what  plutonium's  all  about. 

And.  I  think  your  wind  analysis  is  totally  inadequate. 

I  luat  can't  buy  it  that,  you  know,  a  speck  of  plutonium  will 


CO  which  you  allude  was  well  prior 
to  the  Congress  passing  the  national 
EnvironsMntal  Policy  Act.  and  so. 
this  cuts  both  ways.  A  proposal  to 
build  or  deploy  soMthing  or  a 
proposal  to  taka  it  apart  or  undeplsy 
soewthing,  now  there  is.  in  place, 
a  X,egislatlve  framework  within  whic  i 
the  impacts  can  and  will  ba  assea««l 

IH  and  appropriate  remedial  stapt  takei. 

That  just  didn't  exist  before  during 
the  tine  frame  of  the  ABM.  But. 

It  please  go  ahead.  Do  you  have  a  fur ■ 

14  ther  comment  or  question'? 

15  BY  MB.  EDWARD  LABSOH; 

tti  I  would  just  Ilka  to  aay  that  this  bunch  of  people 

17  should  drive  up  to  the  ABM  Site  five  miles  east  of  Q12  and 
is  take  a  look  at  the  alee  out  there,  that  they’ve  left  standin  i 

IS  out  there.  I  would  like  to  say  I  do  not  want  one  of  them 

•u  left  on  my  farm  half  built  like  that.  Thank  you. 
it  COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  sir. 

2;  Don  Marble. 

BY  HR.  DOW  WARBLE: 

I  am  Dor.  Marble.  I  think  what  he’s  talking  about,  if 
I'm  correct,  is  the  old  power  site  out  there.  It's  a  hunk 
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kill  a  person.  There's  got  to  be  milUcna  of  specks  in  one  of 
these  warheads.  I  just  don't  buy  your  analysis  and  it  looks 
like  a  bunch  of  imaginary  monkey  business  to  me.  And.  ! 
t.tink  you  dispersed  these  analyses.  Xn  other  words.  It's 
totally  inadequate. 

As  far  as  the  effect  on  the  environment.  I  think  it's 
inadequate  too.  I  ]ust  don't  think  it's  gone  far  enough  con  • 
siderir.o  aspects  of  effect  on  the  region's  recreation  in  the 
area,  our  wildlife.  You  know,  we  live  up  here  in  a  prairie 
environment.  It's  a  very  easily  damaged  environment.  It's 
not  like  the  forests  of  the  back  east  or  California  cr 
whatever  it  is.  it's,  you  know,  a  pair  of  car  tracks  across 
the  ptairie  at  the  right  time  of  the  year,  right  conditions, 
will  be  there  for  years.  This  is  very  delicate  country,  we 
lust  can't  stand  a  lot  of  impact,  we're  already  getting  a 
lot  of  impact  up  on  the  Ki-L^ne,  where  I  live  from  Great 
Falls  people,  and  I'm  sure  we're  going  to  see  a  lot  more  of 
It,  and  the  country  is  being  severely  impacted.  X  think 
you've  just  got  to  take  another  look  at  this  whole  thing. 

Now,  It  IS  my  understanding,  the  EIS  process  is  that 
prior  to  the  whole  thing,  you  don't  have  your  mind  made  up. 
You  say.  well,  somebody's  proposing  this.  We  don’t  know 
whether  it’s  a  good  idea  or  not  so  you  go  through  this  big 
process  and  you  come  up  with  the  different  alternatives,  and 
then  you  say.  well,  this  is  what  we  have  to  do.  1  think 
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I  have  some  suspicions,  and.  you  know,  i  Know  you're  not 

, 

like  to  guote  a  few  paragraphs  from  that,  it  states  in  part. 

going  to  agree  with  me.  I  have  suspicions  that  the  decision 

that.  "We  say  a  clear  and  unconditioned  'no'  to  nuclear  war 

IS  already  made  as  to  where  you  want  it  to  end  up.  but  that’ 

1 

and  the  use  of  any  nuclear  weapons,  we  conclude  that  nuclear 

neither  here  nor  there.  But,  I  think  that  your  sections  on 

deterrence  is  a  position  that  cannot  receive  the  Church's  blei 

the  Safety  are  so  inadequate,  and  on  environmental  Impact 

sings.  We  state  our  complete  lack  of  confidence  in 

•re  so  inadequate  that  the  only  way  you're  golnq  to  be  able 

proposed  defenses  against  nuclear  attack  and  are 

to  correct  this  thing  is  to  go  back  to  the  drawing  board. 

■ 

convinced  that  the  enormous  costs  of  developing  such  defense  i 

start  over,  revise  the  SIS  Draft,  give  it  back  to  us,  let  ua 

is  one  more  witness  to  the  obvious  fact  that  the  arras  race  i 

look  at  It,  and  then  let's  have  some  more  Hearings,  and  go 

a  social  justice  issue,  not  only  a  war  and  peace  issue." 

from  there  because  the  part  on  the  plutonium,  it  almost 

lu 

And,  it  goes  on  to  ssy  briefly,  "However  the  nuclear  crisis 

sounds  like  the  plutonium  is  ]ust  kind  of  a  ho-nun  type  of 

M 

is  not  primarily  a  matter  of  technology,  it  is  a  crisis  of 

material.  And.  that  is  not  true.  I  think  we--I  think  the 

Ij 

human  community.  We  encourage  independent  u.  S.  and  Soviet 

public--and  I'm  not  ]ust  saying  that  you've  consciously  did 

II 

initiatives  to  foster  political  climate  conducive  to 

this,  but  I  think  the  net  effect  is  that  we've  been  terribly 

t4 

negotiations."  i  think  it's  reslly  been  encouraging 

misled  as  ts  what  this  is  all  about.  Now,  that's  my  com- 

IS 

that  President  Reagan,  I  think,  has  made  pretty  clear  that 

ments  as  far  at  the  EIS.  and  if  1  get  some  time.  I'll 

l« 

he  would  like  to  see  a  Peace  Treaty.  From  what  I've  been 

write  a  written  statement  and  submit  to  you.  maybe  I  can  ela 

reading,  he's  been  working  actively  towards  a  Peace  Treaty 

borate  a  little  more  on  some  of  this,  ind,  I  appreciate  what 

and  I  think  he  needs  our  prayers  and  support  as  he  does  this 

you're  saying.  Col.  Walsh,  aouat  the  moral  issues  youre  not 

)» 

So,  1  think  it  really  is  a  big  moral  issue  and  a — I  have  one 

going  to  address  them,  but  from  our  standpoint,  it's  a  reall' 

JO 

question.  Where  is  Tetra  Tech  located  anyway?  what  State 

big  moral  question.  And,  I  would  like  to  nave,  inserted  int< 

Jl 

IB  that.  Califurnia  or  Georgia  or  something? 

the  record,  a  copy  of  this  document.  It  a  only  about-- 

£2 

COL.  WALSH:  They  have  offices 

actually  about  one  page  long  called,  "An  Intcnsiva  Creation: 

•J.1 

in  California,  that's  their  mam 

The  Nuclear  Crisis  and  Just  Peace."  the  'jnited  Methodist 

office.  But,  they  also  have  office 

council  of  Bishops  Pastoral  letter  of  1984.  And,  1  would  ju: 

t 

Oi 

in  Montana,  I  believe  it's  in  Great 
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Falls,  opportunity,  and.  is  it 
Bill  mgs  "-Butte. 

BY  MR.  OOH  WARBLE; 

Okay.  It's  not  a  big  deal,  but  1  used  to  be  an  Engine^] 
in  California  and  I  used  to  live  down  in  that  place  and  I 
moved  up  to  this  beautiful  State  and  I  really  love  it  up  her^ 
But.  you  know,  I  looked  at  the  EIS  and  I  see  that  there's 
about  40  Tetra  Tech  people  got  a  bunch  of  money  out  of  help 
making  this  thing.  I  suspect  that  Tetra  Tech  got  more  money 
out  of  this  than  this  whole  area  will  ever  see  for  the  whole 
dog  gone  time.  So,  I  just  want  to  tell  those  Tetra  Tech 
people,  and  you  go  back  and  tell  your — how  many  hundred 
people  you  got  there,  when  you  get  yov.r  paycheck  from  that 
hunk  of  billion  dollars  or  so  that  you're  picking  up--you 
know  there  are  families  up  in  this  beautiful  State  that  go 
to  bed  at  night  worrying  about  this  thing.  You  see  big  storj^i 
and  you  get  this  sick  feeling  in  your  stomach  and  now  not 
only  we  have  to  worry  about  chat,  we  have  to  worry  about  the: 
wierd  things  racing  down  the  highways  at  night.  And,  if  you 
don't  think  that  affects  our  kids,  you've  got  another  thing 
coming.  I  think  it's  a  big  moral  issue,  that  you  take  millldi 
and  millions  of  dollars,  and  you  stick  that  damn  thing  up  heiji 
Why  don't  you  put  it  down  there.  You  got  all  the  money  off 
of  this  thing.  You're  going  to  make  the  east  and  west  coast 
they're  going  to  make  all  the  money  off  this  thing  and  we 


just  get  the  crap.  1  think  that's  a  real  big  moral  lasue 
and  maybe  that's  not  the  issue  in  this  CIS,  but  when  you 
all  that  money,  just  think  about  that.  And,  you  think  how 
it  would  feel  to  live  downwind  of  one  of  these  things. 

It's  no  fun  at  all.  I  just  think  it's  a  disgraceful  thing 
that  you  can  go  pick  up  your  paycheck,  look  yourself  in  the  ] 
mirror  in  the  morning,  1  think.  It  maKes  me  sick.  And,  I 
hope  as  you  Military  people  and  whoever  is  making  their  decision 
on  this  thing,  remember  you're  not  supposed  to  have  your  minfi 
made  up.  Look  it  over — I  nave  to  ask.  and  I  don't  know  if 
anybody  else  does,  1  think  you  ought  to  redo  '.his  thing  and  [ 
cone  back  and  tell  us  the  truth  about  plutonium  or 
more  details  and  I'm  not  saying  you  misled  us,  I’m 
just  saying  I  think  you  haven't  told  us  the  whole  story. 

But,  remember,  you  can't  get  away  with  saying  well,  I'm  juat| 
doing  what  my  boss  has  told  ine--the  people  upstairs, 
ber  the  Nuremberg  Principles.  And,  that  point  was  ^ust 
brought  up  recently  by  one  of  the  Senators,  remember  each  on^ 
of  you  is  responsible,  each  one  of  you.  and  we're  going  to 
hold  you  responsible  if  there  is  an  accident,  we're  going  tb 
say  what  went  wrong?  who's  responsible?  when  you  make  a  de^ 
cislon  on  this  thing,  make  sure  you  don't  :)ust  get  sucked 
into  the  thing — well,  everybody  expects  me  to  do  this.  Make 
sure  you  look  at  it  and  make  a  decision.  If  it  isn't  the  wa ^ 
to  go,  have  the  guts  to  stand  up  and  say  it's  not  the  way  to 
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I 

go.  Don't  be  like  what'a  going  on  in  Washington  right  now. 

1 

to  hunt  in  the  fell.  And,  I'm  getting  mighty  tired.  To  get 

But.  in  closing.  X  really  think  we  all  should  be  eupporting 

these  people  to  quit  bothering  me  end  lying  to  me.  They'll 

' 

President  Reagan  as  he  tries  to  seek  a--sotBe  kind  of  peace. 

■ 

even  go  eo  fer  as  taking  a  name  off  of  a  mailbox  and  says 

• 

That  it  ny  final  coesaent. 

4 

that  person  told  me  he  could  hunt  on  my  place.  This  is  get- 

COL.  BRISTOL;  Thank  you.  Hr. 

■■ 

ting  old.  It's  my  property  and  I  worked  hard  for  what  I'vs 

Marble.  That  concludes  all  of  the 

got .  Thank  you . 

statesMnts  I  heve.  That  concludes 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you. 

all  the  doeuxtents  that  I  had  on  my 

• 

ma'am.  Could  you  spell  your  name 

'' 

dask — those  who  indicated  that  they 

- 

for  me  just  so  we’ll  have  it  for  th« 

lu 

wished  to  make  statements.  Unless 

lu 

record  because  I  assure  you  we  will 

11 

there  are  any  other  statements  from 

a 

follow  that  up. 

IC 

any  that  did  not  submit  docunants. 

12 

MS.  GEMAR:  T-R-E--okay.  which 

1 1 

I'm  prepar4id  to  close  the  Hearing. 

1.1 

one  do  you  want?  My  name  on  my  lane 

14 

But,  there  is  some  time.  Yas,  ma’ai 

14 

IS  C-E-M-A-R. 

l^ 

If  you  please,  preface  your  remarks 

19 

COL.  BRISTOL:  G-E-M-A-R? 

lb 

With  your  nama  and  spell  your  name 

U 

MS.  DEKER:  Yes.  so  1  think 

17 

for  me.  i  would  appreciate  it. 

r 

we  had  better  use  that. 

IS 

BY  MS.  HELP4  TREBBSCH: 

i* 

COL.  BRISTOL:  That  will  be  sul 

19 

1  am  Helen  Geaat  Trebesch.  i  live  amongst  three  missil 

as. 

19 

ficient.  Thank  you.  Anyone  else 

20 

I'm  either  going  to  be  well  protected  or  be  shot  at  or 

2U 

that  would  care  to  make  a  statementl 

21 

21 

MAN  IN  TNI  FROSTT;  Yes.  I  want 

22 

little  bit.  but  I'm  having  a  problem  out  there.  !  need  some 

- 

£l 

a 

because  I  live  close  to  the  Teton  River  Breaks.  Hy  problem 

a 

BY  MR.  LESTER  PETERS: 

24 

IS  Since  the  missiles  are  all  around  ms.  I'm  heckled  with 

24 

Ny  name  is  Lester  Peters.  I  live  right  under  the 

2S 

loads  of  Jiiiaailefflen--felIows  that  are  constantly  on  my  land 

JS 

lights  of  Quebec  Zero.  So.  it  shines  brightly  on  my  farm. 

a* 

93 

94 

ce 

> 

U 
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If. 


19 


22 


24 

2& 


I'Ri  getting  to  be  en  old  men,  to  I've  been  travelling  a  <it>| 
tie  bit.  When  yog  leeve  Montene  end  you  go  into  the  greet  | 
State  of  Nevede.  the  Air  Corps  has  got  epproxxTetely  :  [ 

You  go  fron  there  to  California,  Nevada,  you  can  gc  to  ' 

New  Mexico,  Utah.  they'v«  got  it  all.  You  guys  don't  guit.  j 
You're  not  friends  of  Mine,  when  you  cone  on  my  place,  rg*t' 
rernember  that . 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thanh  you.  sir. 

Anyone  else? 

BY  COL.  BRISTOL: 

1  appreciate  very  much,  as  the  Hearing  Officer.  I 
appreciate  very  much  you  all  tahing  your  time  to  come  .here 
tonight  and  to  express  your  feelings  and  your  views'^your 
unique  perspective  about  this  is  something  that,  as  many  of 
you  have  recognised,  can  come  from  no  other  source.  It 
can't  cone  from  anyone  that'i  writing  the  report.  It  haa  to 
come  from  you  and  without  your  participation,  this  process 
would  simply  be  incomplete.  I  appreciate  very  much  your 
being  considerate  for  us.  as  well  as.  for  the  views  of  each 
other,  and  again,  thank  you  very  much  for  your  participation 
Good  night. 

Before  they  turn  my  power  off.  let  me  remind  all  of 
you  that  until  the  ilst  of  August  you  can  submit  your  state¬ 
ment  on  additional  matters,  questions,  or  what  have  you  by 
using  the  address  written  on  this  copy.  You  might  want  to 


9b 


taxe  an  extra  c jmmant  sheet  home  with  you. 

WHERC'.'RON  the  Hear;n9  was  com- 
p.eted.  ■i-b:  f.  «. 
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2 

ORIGINAL 

1 

2 

PROCEEDINGS 

3 

SmH  Intercontinental  Ballistic  Missile  Progcaa 

3 

(Public  Hearing  proceedings 

4 

4 

coBscnccd  7:00  p.m. . 

5 

S 

July  24.  1987.) 

7 

7 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Good  evening,  ladies  and 

8 

8 

gentlemen.  My  name  is  Matt  Bristol.  I'm  an  Air  Force 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  ANALYSIS  PROCESS:  PUBLIC  HEARING 

9 

military  trial  judge.  Ar:d  they  took  me  out  of  there  this 

10 

10 

week  and  asked  me  to  come  to  Montana  to  help  conduct  a  scries 

11 

Conducted  by  the  United  States  Air  Force 

11 

of  public  hearings.  This  is  the  fifth  in  a  series  of  six 

12 

12 

hearings  conducted  by  the  Air  Force  regarding  deployment  or 

13 

13 

operating  in  peacetime  the  Mall  IC8M.  Intercontinental 

14 

14 

Ballistic  Missile,  at  Minuteman  facilities  in  northcenttal 

15 

15 

Montana;  that  is,  facilities  that  come  under  the  operatioiMl 

16 

July  24.  1987 

16 

control  of  the  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base. 

17 

Augusta.  Montana 

17 

My  role  in  this  —  I  hasten  to  add  that  although  X 

18 

7:00  p.n. 

18 

have  learned  a  little  bit  listening  to  this  presentation  four 

19 

19 

times,  I  am  not  an  expert.  My  role  is  simply  to  insure  that 

20 

20 

each  and  every  one  of  you  have  a  fair  opportunity  to  get  your 

21 

21 

questions  answered;  first  of  all.  to  learn  about  this 

22 

22 

proposal  by  hearing  a  briefing,  and  secondly  to  have  a  chance 

23 

Hearings  Officer:  Col.  Matthew  P.iacc 

23 

to  clarify  in  your  own  minds  any  questions  about  the  proposal 

24 

PORDAHL.  FLETCHER,  WOLTER  &  ASSOCiArES 

SSOSnMD  mOPESSKINAL  RCPO<  r  1  US 

o 

24 

or  about  the  Draft  Environmental  impact  Statement. 

f  O  BOX 

25 

<miAT  PAiXS.  MOKTANA  1 

25 

And  then  after  that  we'll  go  into  a  public  comment 

04 

> 

hi 
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PACE  4 

1 

period,  which  is  where  I  will  call  on  members  of  the  public. 

1 

you  have  read  about  them.  And  I  think  some  ace  mentioned  in 

2 

those  of  you  who  wish  to  make  a  comment  can  come  to  the 

2 

the  handout. 

3 

microphone.  Or  if  you  don't  need  the  micropnone.  just  shout 

3 

Those  of  you  who  have  been  watching  the  Iran  Contra 

4 

from  where  you  are  sitting  and  let  us  know  what  you  perceive 

4 

hearing  are  probably  reminded  that  when  the  president  decides 

5 

as  the  environmental  impacts  of  this  particular  proposal. 

5 

on  something  that  requires  Congressional  funding  or 

6 

At  the  tkase  of  all  of  this  is  a  legal  requirement 

6 

Congressional  action,  which  includes  this  particular 

7 

that's  existed  for  some  15  or  so  years  now  that  whenever  a 

7 

proposal,  it’s  really  a  recommendation  or  request,  something 

8 

federal  agency  proposes  a  certain  action  that  could  have 

8 

that  ultimately  the  Congress  passes  on. 

9 

consequences  upon  the  environment  in  a  particular  --  and 

9 

So  it's  a  several  tiered  review  process.  And  we're 

iO 

environment  is  it  a  very  broad  term  that  takes  into  account 

10 

now  at  that  section  of  the  procexsea  of  gathering  your 

11 

socioeconomic  quality  of  life  issues  in  addition  to  those  you 

11 

inputs,  which  are  very  important  to  the  overall  process  and 

12 

might  associate,  like  the  effect  on  wildlife,  noise,  that 

12 

to  the  quality  of  the  decision  making  process  that  is  set  up 

13 

sort  of  thing. 

13 

for  your  government,  for  our  government,  to  make  in  this 

14 

Whenever  that  is  the  case,  the  federal  government 

14 

particular  matter. 

15 

is  required  to  make  an  assessment  of  exactly  what  that  Impact 

15 

There  is  a  comment  sheet  that  I  hope  many  of  you 

16 

is  likely  to  be.  if  the  proposal  is  implemented.  And  then 

16 

oot  as  you  came  in.  Parts  of  it  you  really  want  to  be 

17 

it's  required  in  many  cases  to  come  out  and  get  direct  input 

17 

concerned  about  --  this  is  really  going  to  be  the  only  record 

18 

from  people  like  you  who  know,  people  who  live  in  the  area 

18 

of  your  having  participated  so  I  urge  you  to  fill  it  out. 

19 

and  who  really  know  best  what  those  impacts  are  most  likely 

19 

even  if  you  don't  want  to  make  a  statement  on  the  record 

20 

to  be.  And  then  finally  to  give  those  assessments  serious 

20 

tonight.  But  your  name  and  if  you  are  a  representative  of  a 

2) 

consideration,  along  with  the  operational  requirements  in 

21 

private  organisation,  the  organixation,  your  address,  this 

22 

making  a  final  decision  on  whether  and  how  to  proceed  with 

22 

one  block  here  whether  vou  are  a  public  official,  and  if  you 

23 

this  particular  proposal. 

23 

are  just  check  that.  And  the  same  for  the  other  two 

^4 

So  we  are  dealing  with  a  proposal.  That's  all  it 

o 

24 

categories.  Then  most  importantly,  do  you  want  to  ask  a 

25 

is.  The  president  has  made  certain  decision,  iindouhtedlv 

*>s. 

25 

question?  Check  the  block  yes  if  you  do  or  just  place  a 

Cl 

> 

hi 
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1 

ch*ck  oc  X  thtr*.  If  you  with  to  offer  verbal  coMenta 

1 

Doby,  who  Is  out  court  ceportar,  is  taking  down  everything 

2 

tonight  check  that.  And  again  if  you  want  to  offer  a  written 

2 

that  is  said.  So  when  we  get  to  the  portion  of  the 

3 

atateeent. 

3 

proccedinga  aftec  the  briefing  and  aftet  the  recess  when  we 

4 

I  will  haaten  to  note  aa  la  noted  on  thia  docuient 

4 

are  going  to  collect  these  forms  —  there  will  be  a  recess 

5 

that  you  have  until  21  Auquat  to  nake  coMenta  and 

5 

after  the  briefing  —  when  you  speek,  first  of  all  say  your 

6 

atateaienta.  So  you  night  think  of  aonething  after  the 

6 

nsme  clearly  so  that  she  can  note  it  for  the  record.  And 

7 

hearing.  So  you  night  even  take  an  extra  one  of  then  hone 

7 

spell  your  last  nsme  unless  its  one  that  you  think  all  of  us 

8 

with  you  )uat  in  caae  you  think  of  aonething.  It' a  a  handy 

8 

can  spell  correctly  the  first  time. 

9 

docunent.  It'a  got  the  addreaa  written  on  it  ao  if  you  wiah 

9 

Thank  you  very  much.  Col.  Mslsh? 

10 

to  nake  any  connenta  it  ought  to  be  forwarded. 

10 

LT.  COL.  MALSKt  Good  evening,  ladies  and 

11 

And  you  can  alao  aak  on  thia  for  a  copy  of  the 

11 

gentlemen.  I  am  the  director  of  the  cnvironmentel  planning 

12 

final  Environnental  Impact  Statement. 

12 

for  the  Air  Force  Regional  Civil  Engineer.  And  in  that 

U 

Me  are  going  to  be  very  Informal,  l  don't  went  any 

13 

particular  capactiy  1  am  responsible  for  the  preparation  of 

14 

of  you  to  be  hesitant  oc  ahy  to  aak  a  question  or  make  an 

14 

the  Environa«ntal  impact  Statement. 

15 

input.  1  am  going  to  keep  it  as  informal  aa  I  can.  There 

15 

And  what  I  want  to  do  for  you  this  evening  is  first 

16 

aren't  very  many  of  ua  here  tonight*  ao  I  don't  think  we're 

16 

of  all  give  you  the  background  on  the  events  that  led  to  the 

17 

gonna  be  time  conatralned.  My  job  is  going  to  be  to  try  to 

17 

presidential  decision  to  deploy  the  small  ICBH  at  Malmstrom 

18 

evenly  divide  the  time  among  all  of  you  so  that  everyone  geta 

18 

Air  Force  Base. 

19 

a  fair  opportunity  to  be  heard  and  no  one  person  or  group 

19 

Then  we  will  took  at  the  operations  concept,  the 

20 

gets  more  than  what  might  be  their  fair  share  of  the  total 

20 

proposed  action  and  their  alternatives.  And  then  we  will 

21 

time. 

21 

look  at  the  schedule  on  which  we  have  been  proceeding  and 

22 

So  it's  my  pleasure  to  be  here  and  it's  my  pleasure 

22 

then  we  will  review  the  results  of  our  analyses  to  date. 

23 

now  to  Introduce  Lt.  Col.  Peter  Halsh/  who  Is  the  principal 

23 

Then  we  will  look  at  the  safety  aspects  and  the 

24 

Air  Force  spokesperson  for  the  purpose  of  these  hearings. 

o 

24 

mitigated  actions  that  are  proposed. 

25 

And  also  I  just  want  to  briefly  note  that  Becky 

§ 

25 

Now,  many  of  you  may  recall  that  back  in  about 

> 

bi 
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1 

April  of  1987  the  president  established  what  they  call  the 

1 

decisions. 

2 

now  call  the  Scoweroft  Coomission.  And  the  purpose  of  that 

2 

And  of  course  right  now  we're  in  the  middle  of 

3 

scoweroft  Cenmiasion  was  to  review  the  entire  U.S. 

3 

preparing  the  Adsinistrstiv*  EIS. 

4 

Modernisation  program  and  to  sake  recommendations  on  how  we 

4 

There  was  one  other  issue  that  was  included  in  the 

5 

should  proceed  into  the  future. 

5 

1986  Authorization  Act  that's  of  Import  to  us  tonight,  and 

6 

And  there  were  three  recommendations  that  came  out 

6 

that  is  that  the  Congress  cepped  the  deployment  of  the 

7 

of  that  commiasion  that  are  of  import  to  us  tonight.  The 

7 

Peacekeeper  missiles  at  50,  and  asked  the  president  to  go 

8 

first  wss  CO  deploy  100  Pescekeeper  missiles.  This  was  to 

8 

back  and  develop  a  more  survivable  basing  mode  for  the  second 

9 

hold  Soviet  targets  at  risk  and  also  to  help  propel  the 

9 

50  Pescekeeper  missiles. 

10 

Soviets  to  the  negotiating  table. 

10 

Now,  to  give  you  an  idea  of  what  we  are  talking 

11 

The  second  recommendation  was  to  initiate  research 

11 

about  when  we  talk  about  these  different  missiles,  on  the 

12 

developsenc  on  a  small  missile  to  be  deployed  either  in  a 

12 

left  here  we  hsve  the  Hlnutemsn  3,  which  you  sre  very 

13 

hard  silo  or  in  a  mobile  basing  mode. 

13 

familiar  with.  It  is  about  76,000  pounds  snd  carries  three 

14 

And  of  course  the  third  recommendation  was  to 

14 

warheads. 

15 

continue  the  arms  negotiations  talks. 

15 

The  center  missile  is  the  Peacekeeper.  It  weighs 

16 

Hell,  both  Che  president  and  the  Congress  accepted 

16 

up  to  195,000  pounds  snd  is  capable  of  carrying  ten 

17 

the  recommendations  of  this  commission,  and  in  fact  in  1964 

17 

wsrhesds. 

18 

the  Authorization  Act  the  Congress  asked  the  president  and 

18 

And  on  the  left  --  or  your  right  —  we  have  the 

19 

the  Air  Force  to  pursue  a  1992  Initial  operating  capability 

19 

small  ICBH.  And  that  currently  weiohs  37,000  pounds  and  it 

20 

date  for  the  small  ICBM. 

20 

carries  but  one  warhead. 

21 

Then  in  a  1966  Authorization  Act,  the  Congress 

21 

Now,  the  Air  Force  considered  two  basing  modes  for 

22 

directed  the  Air  Force  first  of  all  to  prepare  a  Legislative 

22 

the  small  ICnm.  itie  first  one  was  the  hard  silo,  very 

23 

EIS  to  help  support  or  aid  In  the  selection  of  a  basing  mode 

23 

similar  to  what  you  have  throuohout  the  Ptalmstrom  area  right 

24 

and  deployment  area  for  the  small  ICBK  and  thereafter  i<> 

e 

n 

now,  or  throughout  the  Montana  area  right  now. 

25 

prepare  a  --  an  Administrative  Els  to  aid  in  site  specific 

eu 

> 

U 

75 

And  we  have  now  developed  technology  ao  that  we  can 
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1 

build  silos  that  car.  vi'^hstand  over  pressure  more  irv  eicess  ; 

1 

Now,  with  the  aid  of  the  Legitiacive  fis  that  we 

2 

of  those  now  capable  by  the  Ninuteran  silos. 

2 

submitted  to  the  Fnv  i rorMental  Protection  Agency  in  Kovester 

3 

The  second  basing  mode  involved  the  use  of  a  Hard 

3 

of  last  year,  the  president  made  nis  basing  mode  and 

4 

Mobile  Launcher,  where  survivability  will  be  achieved  by  the 

4 

deployment  area  decisions. 

5 

ability  to  move  from  place  to  place  and  therby  thwart  an 

5 

This  chart  here  ie  a  sumaiary  of  his  decisione.  He 

6 

aggressor  first  of  all  identifying  where  it  is  and  therefore 

6 

elected  to  go  with  the  Minuteman  basing,  and  he  identified 

7 

he  could  not  attack  it  effectively  or  efficiently. 

7 

Malmsttom  Air  Force  Base  as  the  deployment  area  for  initial 

e 

Now.  for  that  second  basing  mode  concept  we  had  two 

8 

operating  capability.  i 

9 

operational  concepts.  The  first  one  involved  the  random 

9 

He  further  identified  F.E.  Warren  and  Ellsworth  Air 

10 

movement  of  the  Hard  Mobile  Launcher  on  large  military 

10 

Force  Base  as  other  bases  where  we  might  go  in  the  future. 

11 

reservations  in  the  southwestern  United  States. 

11 

He  reserved  the  option  to  deploy  in  a  random 

12 

And  the  survivability  was  enhanced  by  the  ability 

12 

movement  basing  mode  and  identified  Texas,  New  Mexico,  and 

n 

of  these  vehicles  to  dash  off  those  reservations  if  we  got 

13 

Arizona  complexes  as  the  potential  deployment  areas  for  that 

14 

notice  of  a  soviet  attack. 

14 

mode . 

15 

The  second  basing  mode  or  operational  concept  that 

IS 

The  one  thing  that  is  very  important  here  to 

16 

we  considered  was  placing  these  Hard  Mobile  Launchers  on 

16 

understand  is  that  the  exact  number  of  missiles  to  be 

17 

Hinuteman  launch  facilities.  Here  survivability  was  achieved 

17 

deployed  is  entirely  dependent  ufion  the  threat  and  the 

18 

by  the  ability  to  dash  these  vehicles  first  of  all  off 

18 

continuing  arms  negotiations. 

19 

disperse  sites,  and  then  access  large  quantities  of  land  in  a 

19 

Now.  when  we  are  talking  about  the  operational 

20 

very  short  time  upon  notification  of  a  Soviet  attack. 

20 

concepts  of  a  ssall  ICBH,  the  missiles  in  their  Hard  Mobile 

21 

Now.  with  this  second  operational  concept  there 

Launchers  will  be  deployed  at  selected  launch  facilities. 

22 

were  additional  advantages.  That  is,  we  could  save 

22 

The  security  will  be  provided  by  defensing,  by 

23 

considerably  on  cost  and  manpower  because  we  were  using  the 

23 

delay  mechanisms  built  into  the  launcher  itself,  and  by 

24 

eilsting  intra-structure  already  available  at  the  Hinuteman 

o 

n 

24 

security  response  forces. 

25 

bases. 

•>.» 

25 

One  area  of  concern  is  how  many  times  are  you  going 

> 
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to  see  this  vehicle  on  the  road?  After  deployment,  we  ate 

1 

Nov,  as  far  as  specific  actions  that  we  will  be 

2 

expecting  only  one  trip  pet  year  per  vehicle  back  to  the  mam  | 

2 

taking,  at  each  launch  facility  we  will  have  to  acquire  some 

3 

operating  base  for  ma^or  maintenance. 

3 

additional  land  in  order  to  accomodate  the  structures  that  we 

4 

These  vehicles  will  not  be  exercised  nn  the  Montana 

4 

will  be  placing  there. 

5 

roads  to  practice  for  alert,  etcetera.  Any  practice  will  be 

5 

In  the  EIS  that  was  made  available  to  you  we 

6 

conducted  on  a  military  reservation. 

6 

identified  between  1.5  to  2.5  acres. 

7 

When  these  vehicles  are  being  moved  back  to  the 

7 

However,  since  the  time  that  we  published  the  EIS 

8 

main  operating  base,  they  will  be  configured  such  that  the 

8 

we  have  finished  other  studies,  and  have  now  concluded  that 

axle  loads  meet  State  standards. 

9 

the  amount  of  acreage  required  now  varies  between  .1  to  1.6 

10 

One  question  that  often  comes  up  in  these 

10 

acres. 

11 

conversations  is  the  role  of  the  drivers  of  these  particular  1 

11 

Now,  in  addition  to  acquiring  land  to  accomodate 

12 

vehicles.  These  drivers  are  there  for  mobility  only.  They 

12 

the  structures,  it  will  also  be  necessary  tc  expand  th" 

U 

hav»*  no  control  over  the  launch  of  the  miSEile.  That  will  be 

1  3 

safety  zones  around  the  launch  facilities. 

controlled  by  a  remote  control  center,  either  ground  or 

14 

Presently  those  safety  zones  are  1200  feet.  Fcr 

15 

airborne . 

15 

the  Hard  Mobile  Launcher  in  an  loloo,  they  will  be  expanded 

16 

Now,  the  proposed  action  is  to  deploy  200  Hard 

lA 

tr  1250.  And  you  will  see  fcr  other  structures  the  numbers 

17 

Motile  Launchers  at  Malmstroir  *ir  Force  Base,  to  place  these 

17 

will  be  slightly  different. 

IS 

on  100  launch  facilitie.s,  and  to  put  them  jrto  shelters  which 

IR 

Now,  ir  the  case  cf  a  safety  zone,  what  the  Air 

19 

we  call  laloos.  Baricallv  these  building  are  ear  t  h.-cevered 

19 

Borce  dees,  it  buys  a  restrictive  easement.  And  this 

20 

structures.  5o  a  typical  filo  richt  look  like  thif. 

20 

restrictive  easement  prohibits  the  construction  of  inhabited 

21 

In  order  to  operate  this  sypt.*T,  we  ar»*  onvjficMra  ; 

21 

facilities.  All  other  activities  can  continue;  farming. 

22 

that  by  the  time  we  hit  statility  in  1997  and  tevrnd.  aioi.t 

22 

ranchino,  other  aoricultural  activities  can  ccntirue.  ■ith 

27 

HOP  military  personnel  will  be  rnguireri  at  Majrstror  Aw 

2  3 

the  exception  of  the  construct icn  of  inhabited  hcees. 

24 

Force  Base  in  addition  tc  the  5,000  that  ate  located  th'-rr- 

24 

One  of  the  biggest  ccncetrs  that  was  raised  \r 

25  I  tcdav. 


scopipq  and  by  ppveial  letter?  wtittm  directly  re  was  the 
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1 

f«ar  of  people  being  evicted  fion  their  homes  if  we  selected 

‘ 

how  you  can  meet  the  needs  of  the  Air  Force  while  still 

a  launch  facility  which  had  a  home  within  that  expanded 

2 

looking  after  the  needs  of  the  people  of  Montana. 

3 

restrictive  easement. 

3 

That  work  should  be  accomplished  m  November,  at 

4 

I  can  assure  you  now  that  after  we  have  done  our 

4 

which  tlM  the  Air  Force  will  sit  down  with  tl.e  Federal 

5 

analyses,  we  have  been  able  to  select  launch  facilities  for 

5 

Highway  Department,  with  the  State  Highway  Department,  to  | 

6 

three  of  the  ootions  that  we  are  looking  at  which  avoids  any 

6 

negotiate  what  actions  we  are  going  to  take.  And  design  on  | 

7 

conflict  wi'.h  inhabited  homes.  And  of  course  launch 

7 

these  roads  should  start  next  year. 

8 

facilities  that  we  propose  to  select  for  the  various  options 

8 

Now,  on  the  base  itself  we  could  be  building  up  to 

9 

have  been  identified  in  that  handout  that  was  made  available 

9 

about  1700  military  family  units  ad3acent  to  the  base.  He'll 

\0 

to  you  as  you  came  in  tonight. 

10 

be  building  personnel  support  facilities  in  the  contonement 

11 

Now,  another  area  that  is  of  vital  Interest  to  you 

11 

area,  we  will  be  building  technical . suppoi t  facilities  on  the 

12 

is  what  is  going  to  be  accomplish  on  the  roads.  It  will  be 

12 

east  side  of  the  base.  And  we  could  be  acquiring  up  to  600 

23 

necessary  to  upgrade  the  roads  to  allow  our  vehicles  to  get 

13 

acres  of  land  on  the  east  side  of  the  base  to  provide  the 

14 

frcMn  the  main  operating  base  to  the  launch  facilities. 

14 

training  area  for  the  Hard  Nobile  Launcher  drivers. 

15 

Right  now  we  have  prepared  what  we  call  a  Defense 

15 

The  total  cost  of  this  progias,  if  Congress 

16 

Access  Roads  Needs  Report.  This  report  identifies  the 

16 

continues  to  support  it,  will  come  very  close  to  51  billion. 

17 

configuration  of  the  vehicle,  and  identifies  the  roads  which 

17 

This  is  the  total  cost  for  the  construction. 

18 

we  intend  to  use  or  would  like  to  use,  and  it  Identifies  the 

18 

And  you  can  see  in  2993  would  be  the  peak  year. 

19 

types  of  upgrade  that  we  think  might  be  required. 

19 

with  $215  million  being  expended. 

20 

This  has  been  provided  to  the  State  Highway 

20 

Now,  what  does  this  mean  personnel?  In  just  direct 

21 

Department.  The  State  Highway  Department  has  also  been  given 

21 

workers  only  we  are  looking  that  up  to  1100  workers  will  be 

22 

about  $200,000  to  do  an  assessment  of  roads. 

22 

required  in  any  one  year  to  meet  the  needs  of  this  particular 

23 

Now,  the  State  Highway  Department  is  working  with 

23 

program. 

24 

the  federal  Highway  Department  and  with  the  County 

o 

24 

Now,  I  mentioned  we  are  going  to  look  at  the 

25 

Commissioners  to  develop  to  accomplish  this  assessment  on 

25 

alternatives  to  the  proposed  action.  I'm  just  going  to 

> 

ti3 

DOCUMENT  129 

DOCUMENT 

129 

PAGE  15 

PACE  16 

1 

highlight  the  differences  for  those  alternatives. 

1 

building  might  look  like,  this  is  a  typical  illustration  of 

2 

In  the  first  alternative/  it  envisioned  using 

2 

what  &  typical  silo  might  look  like. 

3 

pre*-engineered  buildings  in  lieu  of  the  Igloos.  Now,  with 

3 

Now,  we  initiated  work  cn  the  Adninistrative  EIS 

4 

the  use  of  pre-engmeeted  buildings,  the  safety  zones  are 

4 

early  this  year.  He  had  scoping  meetings  at  four  locations 

5 

somewhat  larger,  now  being  1795  feet.  So  the  restrictive 

5 

where  we  invited  the  public  to  identify  issues  that  should  be 

6 

easement  that  the  Air  Force  would  have  to  acquire  is  much 

6 

addressed  in  the  FTs. 

7 

greater.  It  had  a  greater  potential  for  impacting  inhabited 

7 

He  also  scoped  with  the  state  and  federal  agencies. 

8 

homes.  Put  again,  we  were  able  to  met  our  operational 

8 

as  well  as  with  the  representativee  of  the  local 

9 

.  quirements  while  picking  launch  facilities  whi^h  did  not 

9 

lur isdict ions,  both  at  the  county  and  city  level. 

10 

have  homes  which  fit  in  this  expanded  safety  zone. 

10 

One  of  the  issues  that  came  up  in  a  scoping  meeting 

11 

For  alternative  two,  wo  looxed  at  deployinu  250 

11 

IS  that  we  weren't  uivinq  enough  or  the  opportunity  for  some 

12 

Hard  Mobile  Launchers  on  125  sites.  This  particular  option 

12 

people  to  participate  in  the  process.  And  for  that  reason, 

13 

had  the  highest  number  of  operational  personnel  required. 

13 

we  added  additional  locations  for  the  public  hearings;  here 

14 

And  alternative  number  thiee,  it  envisioned  placjno 

14 

in  Augusta  end  in  Harlowton. 

15 

200  Hard  Mobile  Launchers  on  200  sites.  Now,  this  had  the 

15 

He  issued  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 

16 

highest  requirement  as  far  as  construction  workers  wete 

16 

on  the  23rd  of  June,  and  people  have  until  the  2lBt  of  August 

17 

concerned,  and  it  had  the  --  a  definite  impact  on  inhabited 

1  7 

to  provide  comments  to  us. 

18 

homes. 

18 

I  should  emphasize  to  you  that  the  written  comments 

19 

On  all  these  other  actions,  pr<>r>oBPd  action  and 

19 

ate  aiven  t:.e  same  consideration  as  any  verbal  comment  that 

20 

alternative  one  and  two,  we  were  able  to  select  launcii 

20 

we  will  receive  toniaht. 

21 

facilities  and  avoid  inhabited  homes. 

21 

The  reason  we  have  to  cut  off  the  inputs  on  the 

22 

In  alternative  number  three,  we  could  not  avoid 

22 

2lst  of  August  IB  to  allow  us  sufficient  time  to  analyze  ycu- 

23 

inhabited  homes,  and  we  actually  im{.<act  inhabited  homes  at  25 

23 

Inputs,  to  make  adiustments  to  the  dociment  as  necessary,  and 

24 

locations;  25  launch  facilities. 

o 

24 

publish  a  document  m  time  to  meet  the  Congressional 

25 

Now,  to  aive  you  an  idea  what  a  pre-enoi peered 

25 

milestones. 

> 

u 
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1 

Now,  as  far  as  the  makeup  of  the  document,  you  nay 

2 

be  aware  that  a  recent  decision  by  the  Air  Force  --  or  of  a 

3 

recent  decision  by  the  Air  Force  to  deploy  an  air  refueling 

4 

wing  at  Malmstron  Air  Force  [la.se.  This  was  analysed  in  an 

5 

environment  assessment.  The  decision  has  been  nade  to 

6 

deploy,  and  so  the  consequences  of  that  deployment  are  now 

7 

included  in  the  baseline  conditions. 

8 

This  SIS  looks  at  the  deployment  and  peacetime 

9 

operation  of  the  small  ICBH  at  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  So 

10 

that's  superimposed  upion  the  baseline  conditions. 

11 

Now,  in  February  the  president  replied  to  the 

12 

'  Congressional  request  to  come  back  with  a  more  survivable 

13 

basing  mode. 

14 

He  identified  this  is  a  more  survivable  basing 

IS 

mode  for  Peacekeeper. 

16 

And  he  identified  the  Peacekeeper  to  be  based  in  a 

17 

Rail  Garrison  basing  mode  and  he  identifie'^  Malmstrom  Air 

18 

Force  Base  as  one  of  11  candidate  bases  for  that  baaing 

19 

mode. 

20 

In  this  EIS  we  considered  the  cumulative  impacts  of 

21 

superimposing  the  Peacekeeper  on  top  of  the  small  ICBM  on  top 

22 

of  the  baseline  conditions. 

23 

But  it  should  be  emphasized  here,  if  Congress 

24 

continues  to  support  Peacekeeper,  a  separate  EIS  will  be 

o 

eb 

2S 

prepared  next  year  to  aid  in  the  final  selection  of  the 

> 
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1  deployBcnt  locatione. 

2  Now,  in  preparinq  this  FI5,  we  divided  the  analyseE 

3  into  12  basic  categories  that  are  shown  here.  Plus  we  also 

4  analyzed  safety.  We  looked  at  the  significance  of  each 

5  inpact.  Now,  by  significance  and  you  are  going  to  see 

6  that  tern  used  tonight  it  is  a  tern  that  is  used  by  the 

7  Council  on  Rnvi ronnental  Quality  inpleaenting  regulations  and 
6  is  a  tern  to  denote  importance  or  area  of  concern. 

9  So  in  our  analysis  we  identify  sonething  of 

10  significance  then  it  neans  it  is  an  area  of  concern  not  only 

11  to  the  Air  Force,  but  also  to  the  local  population,  to  local 

12  jurisdictions. 

13  He  also  identify  in  the  document  whether  the  inpact 

14  is  going  to  be  of  long  or  short  duration. 

15  Now,  in  doing  our  analyses,  the  areas  of  greatest 

1€  concern  that  we  uncovered  were  in  socioeconcnics  and  in 

17  transportation.  So  you  are  going  to  see  that  in  the  rest  of 

18  this  presentation  it's  really  going  to  be  focused  on  those 

19  two  particular  areas. 

20  Now,  in  socioecononics  we  looked  at  six 

21  sub-elenents;  the  economic  base,  we  looked  at  denographic 

22  issues,  we  looked  at  housing,  we  looked  at  public  services, 

23  we  looked  at  public  finance. 

24  Of  those  areas,  of  course  the  najor  concerns  were 

25  in  housing  and  public  finance. 
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1  I  As  far  as  the  socioeconomic  base  is  concerned  we 

2  I  identify  we  are  going  to  create  1100  ]obB  direct  work,  put 

3  I  also  in  the  construction  phase  and  in  the  operational  phase 

4  '  there  will  be  over  1200  jobs  created  indirect  jobs. 

^  What  do  I  mean  by  indirect  jobs?  That  would  be  the 

6  additional  teachers  that  would  be  required,  the  additional 

7  police  force  that  would  be  required,  the  additional 

8  maintenance  personnel  on  the  roads  that  will  be  required  to 

9  support  the  needs  of  the  proararr. 

10  We  also  analyzed  how  many  of  these  job.s  will  be 

11  I  filled  locally  and  how  many  would  come  from  out  of  state. 

12  j  Now,  in  order  to  do  this,  we  had  to  look  at  what  was 

13  j  available  locally  and  what  types  of  jobs  we  were  creatma. 

14  I  And  we  found  by  analyses  determined  that  over  80 

1^  percent  of  these  lobs  id*»nfified  here  could  be  satisfied  from 

16  local  resources. 

17  We  also  saw  about  $990  million  worth  of  spending 

18  '  between  1990  and  200'.. 

19  I  And  on  a  yearly  basi.^,  when  you  combine  the 

20  j  military  spending  or  (be  spendina  of  the  military  i^erEonnel 

21  j  and  the  spending  nf  the  contrartino  off  ire,  we  raw  about  an 

22  I  eittra  Sf3  million  coming  inf  the  crmmunitv. 

23  j  In  demoor  .If  h  ICS,  we  looked  up  the  makeup  of  tie 

24  (  present  community  an<3  considered  its  alilify  to  asumilote 

25  I  the  Immioratinu  population. 


1  !  Now,  in  the  short  tern  as  we  noted,  it  should  be 

2  (inaudible)  immigrations  because  most  of  the  jobs  can  be 

3  satisfied  from  local  resources. 

4  However,  in  the  long  term,  are  going  to  see  a  large 

5  immigration  of  military  personnel.  We  noted  there  will  about 

6  3100  military  personnel  required. 

7  When  you  combine  that  with  their  dependents,  we  saw 

6  an  influx  of  about  7600  people  coming  into  the  Great  Palls 

9  area. 

10  This  would  change  the  total  military  population  in 

11  Great  Falls  from  about  10,700  people  to  over  18,000  people, 

12  or  they  again  constitute  about  24  percent  of  the  population 
I  3  of  Great  Falls. 

14  And  bemuse  they  have  different  demographics  than 

15  the  residential  population,  we  found  this  could  be 

16  sionificant.  They  have  different  characteristics,  including 

17  aoe,  income,  geographic  background,  etcetera. 

i 

18  I  Now,  in  housing  we  looked  at  the  ability  of  the 

19  i  community  to  support  the  needs  of  the  immigrating 

28  I  population.  We  looked  at  the  available  assets,  we  looked  at 

21  I  the  ability  of  the  private  sector  to  respond  to  the  demand. 

22  It  should  be  noted  here  that  the  Air  Force  has  a 

(  policv  that  to  rely  on  the  civilian  community  first,  and  if 
24  '  the  civilian  sector  cannot  respond,  then  the  Air  Ferce  will 
•  *  .  prwide  the  housirg  either  ihtouoh  the  mllitarv  Familv 
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1 

2 

In  public  services*  we  looked  st  both  the  sbility 

! 

3 

of  the  jurisdictions  to  provide  the  services  ss  fsr  as 

4 

personnel  were  concerned.  Ne  looked  at  their  ability  to 

5 

acccruiodate  services  as  far  as  facilities  were  concerned. 

6 

In  mote  ports  we  saw  chat  there  would  be  about  5  to 

7 

10  percent  increase  in  a  requireisent  for  services*  due  to  the 

6 

innigration  of  personnel,  particularly  in  the  operational 

9 

phase*  which  will  cause  the  need  to  place  additional  police 

10 

force  on*  additional  teachers  on.  etcetera. 

11 

As  far  as  facilities  were  concerned,  we  found  that 

1 

12 

in  nost  cases  the  facilities  were  built  for  a  siuch  larger 

! 

13 

population  than  we  ate  even  projecting*  and  therefore  we  saw 

14 

no  ptobles  there*  with  the  esception  which  you  probably  are 

15 

already  fa»iliar  with*  which  is  the  Cascade  County  Jail* 

16 

which  is  already  well  —  being  used  well  beyond  capacity  and 

17 

so  has  no  sbility  to  accoaodate  any  additional  population. 

i 

18 

In  public  finance*  we  looked  at  the  additional 

19 

revenues  that  would  be  created  by  this  particular  program. 

20 

and  Chen  considered  Che  additional  expenditures  required  to 

21 

provide  the  services  for  this  innigrating  population. 

22 

In  scat  areas  we  found  there  to  be  ninisMl  ispacc 

23 

'  except  with  Cascade  County*  City  of  Great  Falls*  and  the  two 

24 

Great  Falls  School  Districts.  For  all  three  of  chose 

o 

25 

jurisdictions,  there  will  be  continued  financlsl  shortfalls 

s 

> 
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1 

housing  ptograa  or  through  other  federal  pcograas  auch  aa 

2 

Section  601*'802.  That  would  be  lease  purchase  or  guaranteed 

3 

rental . 

4 

in  our  analyses  we  found  out  that  in  the  short  tera 

5 

there  was  sufficient  resources  available  to  satisfy  the 

6 

needs.  And  in  fact,  there  should  be  a  beneficial  effect  on 

1 

7 

the  local  comaunity  with  the  hotels/motcls  being  utilised  by 

8 

the  workers  and  also  aany  of  the  present  vacancies  in  housing 

9 

'  throughout  Che  area  —  many  vacant  houses  being  occupied. 

10 

1  However,  in  the  long  term  we  determined  that  the 

11 

private  sector  could  not  respond  to  the  total  requircaent 

22 

1  imposed  by  the  Air  Force;  it  could  not  provide  houses  at  an 

13 

affordable  price  by  many  of  the  military  peraonnel.  so  it 

14 

would  be  necessary  for  the  Air  Force  to  provide  the 

15 

additional  housing*  either  through  military  family  housing 

16 

program  or  through  other  federal  programs. 

17 

In  education*  the  school  enrollment  in  Great  Falls 

18 

would  increase  almost  1200  students.  This  would  be  about  s 

19 

9.1  percent  increase  over  the  projected  population,  baseline 

20 

population. 

21 

The  consequences  of  this  would  be  that  without  any 

22 

fflitigativc  actions  the  student/teacher  ratio  would  exceed 

23 

State  standards,  rt  should  be  noted  that  in  all  Che  other 

24 

school  districts  that  we  considered  the  increase  in 

o 

eo 

25 

population  should  not  be  more  than  50,  and  could  be  easily 

7 
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1 

1  with  the  exception  of  when  they  moved  the  Hard  Mobile 

2 

1  Launcher. 

i  1 

3 

This  is  a  very  large  vehicle.  It’s  105  feet  long. 

4 

14  foot  wide,  and  probably  moving  at  a  relatively  slow 

speed. 

f  1 

And  BO  therefore  there’s  a  likelihood  that  it  could 

cause  some  queuing  problems  and  disruption  of  local  traffic. 

1 

1 

e 

Now  again  we  would  be  working  with  the  State  Highway 

’  1 

neparCment  to  see  how  we  can  mitigate  that  particular 

)0 

probi em , 

” ! 

As  far  as  land  use  is  concerned,  we  looked  at  both 

12  , 

1 

urban  and  rural  land  use.  As  far  as  the  urban  land  use  was 

13  ! 

concerned*  we  saw  no  problem  in  that  sufficient  developnent 

of  the  land  in  the  basic  --  in  Great  Falls. 

!*• 

1  In  rural  land  use,  with  the  taking  out  of  services 

1 

16 

1  between  .1  to  1.6  acres  per  site  and  of  course  the  600  acres 

17 

1 

of  land  immediately  adjacent  to  the  base,  we  saw  this  as  a  I 

1  1 

18 

1  ' 

1  very  small  removal  of  agricultural  land  compared  to  that 

19  ' 

j  which  was  available  as  a  --  not  a  significant  impact. 

20 

1  We  were  very  much  concerned  about  the  possibility  1 

21 

1  of  impacting  inhabited  facilities,  and  that  could  have  been  a  ' 

22 

:  Eionificant  impact.  But  of  course  I  have  Identified  that  we 

; 

1  have  been  able  to  avoid  such  impacts  in  our  proposed  set  of 

24 

launch  f aci 1 1 1 1 es. 

o 

1 

?5  i 

In  recreation  we  looked  at  the  increased  recreation 

1*9 

_ _  _  _ _ _  _ _ _ 
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1 

throughout  Ch«  life  of  the  prooram  unless  some  mitigative 

2 

action  is  taken. 

3 

Under  utilities,  we  looked  at  such  things  as  waste 

4 

water,  water,  energy  supplies*  electricity,  gas.  And  in  all 

5 

cases  we  found  there  was  sufficient  capacity  either  in  being 

6 

'  or  programmed  to  accomodate  this  particular  programs  needs 

7 

and  so  therefore  saw  no  impact. 

8 

In  transportation  we  looked  at  a  variety  of  arras* 

9 

Including  the  airport,  pulilic  transportation,  lailroads,  but 

1 

10 

our  real  emphasis  was  on  the  road  system  itself. 

1 

I  1 

And  in  this  particular  area  we  saw  major  problems 

12 

in  the  short  term,  the  conaestion  of  the  roads  in  i^reat  Falls 

13 

due  to  workers  going  to  tiie  base  itself,  and  considerable 

disruption  of  roads  work  deployment  area  as  roadr  are 

15 

upgraded,  as  bridges  are  replaced,  as  center  srctn'ns  are 

! 

16 

widened  to  accomodate  our  needs. 

17 

In  the  long  term  wo  saw  continued  this  conger.tic.n 

18 

1 

in  Great  falls,  f^rticulaily  jf  houslno  is  provided  off  base 

19 

through  other  federal  programs.  And  we  also  saw  continued 

20  ' 

problems  throughout  the  deployment  area  becaune  ol  the 

21 

^  additional  loads  placed  on  the  madr  for  the  movement  of  the  ' 

22 

1  military  vehicles  back  and  (cith.  1 

21 

1  Now,  in  most  casec  it  war.  just  --  there  was  a 

24 

J  lowering  of  the  level  of  i.etvltc  because  of  additwnal 

'  o 

25 

1  ven.clen  on  the  road,  But  it  was  still  an  acceptable  level. 

Is 

e*» 

> 
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1 

U6e  by  Che  immigrating  population.  Ae  far  as  regional 

1 

Paleontological  resources,  there  —  this  state  of 

2 

recreation  is  concerned,  this  state  has  a  great  capacity  to 

2 

Montana  has  two  major  areas  very  —  of  import  to  the 

3 

absorb  the  immigration  that  we  have  coming  in. 

3 

scientific  cemmunity.  So  therefore  there  was  a  chance  of 

4 

As  far  as  local  recreation  primarily  here  we're 

4 

destroying  materials  that  would  be  value  to  the  scientific 

S 

talking  in  Great  Palls,  we  saw  some  problems  in  some 

5 

com»unity  as  we  worked  on  some  launch  facilities. 

6 

facilities,  primarily  softball  fields  and  golf  courses. 

6 

As  far  as  the  native  Indian  or  Native  Americans 

7 

There  were  not  sufficient  numbers  of  those  to  accomodate  the 

7 

were  concerned  we  are  not  going  to  be  directly  impacting  any 

8 

increased  population. 

8 

known  sacred  sites.  He  could  have  some  visual/audible 

9 

The  visual  resources  --  here  we  can  see  what  the 

9 

impacts  on  some  of  these  sites. 

10 

visual  impact  would  be  on  the  environment.  He  used  a  model 

10 

But  in  our  communications  with  native  Indians  or 

11 

that  was  developed  by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Hanagement  to  make 

11 

Native  Americans  that  wasn't  their  major  concern.  Their 

12 

this  determination.  And  because  of  the  ability  of  the 

12 

major  concern  was  what  would  happen  i£  we  came  across  a 

13 

earth-covered  igloo  to  blend  in  with  the  environment,  and 

13 

burial  site?  One  of  their  concerns  in  the  the  past  is  many 

14 

because  many  of  the  launch  facilities  are  not  seen  from  major 

14 

times  these  remains  are  handed  over  to  anthropologists  and 

15 

thoroughfares,  this  impact  was  determined  to  be  not 

15 

then  the  body  is  put  in  a  museum  for  display.  And  they 

16 

signif leant . 

16 

consider  this  to  be  disturbing  the  spirit  of  that  person. 

17 

He  looked  at  paleontological  and  cultural  resources 

17 

And  he  can't  rest  until  he's  re-interred  in  the  ground. 

18 

and  In  this  particular  case  we  found  that  there  was  a 

16 

It  is  the  Air  Force  policy  that  if  we  do  come 

19 

potential  impacting  in  historic  resources,  particularly  when 

19 

across  Indian  remains  to  call  upon  the  traditional  leaders  of 

20 

we're  working  on  bridges.  That's  the  most  likely  place  for 

20 

the  appropriate  Indian  group  and  hand  it  over  to  that 

21 

those  types  of  resources  to  be  found. 

21 

traditional  leader  for  re-interinment  in  accordance  with 

22 

As  far  as  historic  resources  were  concerned,  there 

22 

their  religious  beliefs. 

23 

was  one  bridge  that  was  eligible  for  the  National  Register  of 

23 

In  biological  resources  we  saw  some  impact  in  a 

24 

Historic  Places  and  six  others  that  were  potentially 

O 

24 

short  term  or  some  sensitive  areas,  we  saw  some  impacts  on 

2S 

eligible. 

25 

sensitive  wildlife  habitats,  particularly  areas  where  there 

e>» 
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1 

was  wintering  shelter. 

1 

there  will  be  some  additional  sediment  in  the  water  when  we 

2 

However,  the  impacts  would  be  relatively  small  when 

2 

have  bridge  construction  but  of  course  that  will  soon 

3 

compared  to  the  available  land. 

3 

dissipate  as  soon  as  the  construction  activities  would  be 

4 

And  therefore,  we  concluded  that  a  species  effected 

4 

completed. 

5 

would  soon  returned  to  its  original  population  size  as  soon 

5 

In  geology  and  soils  we  saw  a  major  demand  for 

6 

as  the  work  was  completed,  and  no  impact  would  occur.  Or  no 

6 

aggregate  resources;  however  particularly  in  the 

7 

significant  impact  would  occur. 

7 

Conrad/Shelby  area  and  in  the  Lewistown  area  where  we  would 

6 

In  looking  at  the  additional  hunting  and  fishing 

8 

probably  exceed  the  production  capabilities  of  those 

9 

that  would  come  about  from  the  increased  population,  we  again 

9 

particular  areas. 

10 

saw  sufficient  capacity  within  the  state  of  Montana  to 

10 

But  in  the  long  term,  we  saw  that  the  commercial 

11 

accomodate  this  increase  and  therefore  no  significant 

11 

suppliers  of  aggregate  would  be  able  to  respond  to  sufficient 

12 

impact . 

12 

quantities  available  and  therefore  no  insignificant  impact  in 

13 

The  1973  Endangered  Species  Act  required  the  Air 

13 

the  long  term. 

14 

Force  to  consider  whether  we  had  any  impact  on  threatening 

14 

As  far  as  air  quality  and  noise  we  saw  very  little 

15 

endangered  species. 

15 

impact  either  in  the  short  term  or  the  long  term  and  neither 

16 

After  our  analyses  we  concluded  that  e  would  have 

16 

one  of  those  was  determined  to  be  a  significant  impact. 

17 

nc  impact  and  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  has  agreed 

17 

Now,  in  looking  at  the  alternatives,  the  first 

18 

with  that  assessment. 

18 

alternative,  alternative  one,  this  envisioned  the  use  of  the 

19 

In  water  resources  we  raw  very  little  impact  across 

19 

pre-engineered  buildings  in  lieu  of  the  igloos.  It  had 

20 

the  board.  Our  use  within  the  municipal  areas  wa.s  only  going 

20 

initially  a  higher  potential  for  impacts  on  homes.  But 

21 

to  be  about  .1  percent  of  what  is  currently  used,  and  in  the 

21 

again,  we  have  been  able  to  avoid  those  homes.  So  now  the 

22 

rural  areas  we  will  use  at'out  100  acre  feet  per  year  ir  the 

22 

impacts  associated  with  this  are  of  a  similar  nature  to  that 

i  \ 

c-nnsf  t  uct  j  i- r.  pfase,  and  only  atiout  30  acre  feet  per  year  in 

23 

in  the  proposed  action. 

2  4 

the  r  a  t  ion  a  1  So  we  saw  very  little  impact. 

o 

eo 

24 

Fut  alternative  two  this  was  of  250  Hard  Mobile 

2S 

Af  far  as  impacts  upon  surface  water  war.  concerned. 

S 

25 

Launchers.  In  this  particular  case  we  had  an  increase  in 

.  - -  -  J 
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1 

op«r«tionail  ptcsonnvl  which  incr«4see  aociovconoMlc  impActs. 

1 

continued  or  increased  financial  shortfalls  for  the  three 

2 

■gain  priMrily  «round  th«  Gr*«t  Palli  acoa.  However,  there 

2 

3 

would  be  Increased  traffic  on  the  roads  as  we  move  more  and 

3 

Now,  one  ares  of  great  concern  is  safety.  And  even 

4 

more  vehicles  back  and  forth. 

4 

though  we  have  had  a  history  of  25  years  of  desling  with  the 

5 

And  alternative  number  three,  the  socioeconomic 

5 

Mlnutesan  system  without  an  accident  resulting  in  a  fire  or 

6 

impacts  would  be  similar  to  the  proposed  action,  hut  in  this 

6 

explosion  and  even  though  this  additional  safety  built  into 

7 

particular  case  we  cannot  avoid  inhabited  homes  and  we  could 

7 

this  particular  system,  the  National  Environmental  Quality 

8 

be  impacting  inhabited  homes  at  25  launch  facilities. 

6 

Act  still  requlras  the  Air  Force  to  hypothesize  a  credible 

9 

For  the  no  action  alternative,  the  current 

accident  and  then  to  determine  what  the  errvi  ronmental 

10 

(inaudible)  stay  Malmstiom  Air  Force  the  air  refueling  wing 

10 

consequences  of  that  accident  might  be. 

11 

and  the  Hlnutenan  we  espect  the  military  population  to  remain 

n 

In  this  particular  case,  we  hypothesized  a  petrol 

12 

about  10,700]  about  15  percent  of  the  Great  Falls 

12 

tanker  running  in  the  Hard  Mobile  Launcher  in  transit. 

13 

population.  He  would  eipcet  in  the  long  term  the 

13 

If  the  fire  associated  with  the  accident  was  of 

14 

unemployment  rate  to  gradually  decrease,  leveling  off  at 

14 

enough  intensity  and  of  enough  duration  and  if  the  re-entry 

15 

about  6  percent. 

15 

vehicle  containing  the  radioactive  material  had  broken  open, 

16 

For  the  emulative  impact  if  you  superimpose 

16 

there  is  a  possibility  that  some  of  the  petrol  would  be 

17 

Peacekeeper  on  top  of  small  ICBH,  Peacekeeper  has  about  $100 

17 

aerosolized  into  the  atmosphere. 

18 

million  worth  of  construction  effort.  This  would  employ 

18 

In  our  modeling  we  determined  that  within  a  2  mile 

19 

about  220  additional  workers  within  the  Great  Falls  area. 

19 

region  downwind  of  the  site  anyone  that  would  be  exposed 

20 

There  would  be  about  317  people  required  to  operate  the 

20 

would  be  subject  to  increased  risk  of  death,  and  that  risk 

21 

Peacekeeper  system.  When  you  include  their  families,  that 

21 

was  determined  to  be  about  additional  14  deaths  of  each  one 

22 

would  bring  about  extra  700  people  into  the  Great  Falls 

22 

million  personnel  exposed. 

23 

area. 

23 

Now,  this  accident  —  it  was  hypothetical.  It  is 

24 

So  you  have  an  increased  amount  of  public  services, 

o 

24 

very  improbable  that  it  would  ever  happen.  The  probability 

25 

the  increased  school  enrollment,  and  unfortunately  the 

25 

of  an  accident  of  that  type  ever  happening  when  you  take  into 

> 
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1 

account  the  sequence  of  events  that  must  occur  for 

I 

how  it  wishes  to  take  on  an  impact  the  Air  Force  is  comnitted 

2 

aerosollzation  to  occur  was  determined  by  the  Air  Force  to  be 

2 

to  work  with  that  community  or  with  that  jurisdiction  to  help 

3 

about  100  billion  to  1. 

3 

in  the  execut ion. 

4 

Now,  the  last  issue  T  wish  to  talk  about  is 

4 

That  concludes  my  prepared  remarks. 

5 

fli  j  t igat ions. 

5 

Colonel? 

6 

I  have  identified  a  lot  of  impacts  this  evenina. 

6 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  He* re  going  to  take 

7 

And  mltiaations  are  developed  to  reduce  those  impacts  or 

7 

about  a  ten-minute  recess.  I  don't  know  if  anyone  left  their 

s 

hopefully  eliminate  them. 

car  windows  down.  It's  probably  too  late  to  be  doing 

9 

Now  there  are  some  mittoations  that  the  Air  force 

9 

anythlna  about  it  now.  Looks  like  we're  having  a  pretty 

10 

has  already  signed  up.  Their  construction  practices. 

10 

pretty  uood  rain  outside. 

1 1 

etcetera.  And  they  have  already  been  included  in  the 

1 1 

We'lJ  give  you  a  little  time,  if  you  haven't  been 

12 

analyses. 

12 

able  to  do  so  already  to  fill  out  the  comment  sheet.  For 

11 

There  ate  othei  mitiqaiionu  which  ate  within  the 

1  3 

those  v^f  Vi'u  who  came  in  after  we  started,  the  main  thinas 

14 

capability  of  the  Air  Force  to  take.  And  one  of  then  would 

'< 

are  to  check  whether  you  can  wish  to  afk  a  question  or 

15 

be  the  selection  of  launch  facilities  that  avoids  inhahited 

15 

whether  you  wish  to  make  a  statement.  And  you  can  check  both 

16 

homes. 

16 

blocks  if  you  like. 

17 

But  there  are  other  mitioativc  actions  that  are  not 

17 

When  we  come  bark  from  the  tecers  --  before  we  do 

IS 

within  the  purview  of  the  Air  Fi^ice.  It  wi^uld  be  "  it  would 

18 

that,  if  you  would  just  brine  down  the  comment  sheets  to  this 

not  be  t  ioht  foi  the  Air  force  1 1»  come  into  a  communi  t  v  and 

IB 

table  here  I'll  sort  them  out  ard  separate  them  into  one  pile 

20 

tell  you  hrw  to  adiust  your  school  syrtem  or  h"W  to  .uliurt 

20 

for  tht,ce  that  have  a  question,  and  in  the  other  pile  those 

21 

your  finances  or  how  to  increase  ycut  taxation  <<>  meet  our 

21 

that  ]ust  wish  to  make  commenlr.  And  following  the  fg.-pps 

22 

needs . 

;*11  call  ui-on  you  fitEt  for  the  questione  and  theo  (.'i  the 

21 

They  ate  the  pr  emaat  j  ve  ol  the  local 

commertf.  I’m  not  noing  to  tjy  to  do  it  in  any  f-pecial  order 

24 

lur isdict lOP. 

lit  according  to  the  matter:  I'm  lurt  gninq  to  takr 

But  once  t)ic  )ur  i  ]  di  ct  i  f>n  ha;  made  Hb  dfCirion  on 

25 

them  IP  the  order  1  rv  which  thev  apfiear  and  evervono  will  have 

ca 
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1 

a  fair  chanca  to  have  their  questions  answered.  And  that's 

1 

Thank  you  very  much. 

2 

ny  job«  to  see  that  you  get  your  questions  answered.  We  nay 

2 

3 

not  be  able  to  answer  every  question  tonight.  If  the  group 

3 

(Whereupon,  the  proceedings  were  held  in  recess  and 

4 

cannot  --  and  there  will  be  note  people  then  just  Col.  Walsh« 

4 

subsequently  reconvened,  and  the  following  proceedings  were 

5 

he  was  sone  other  people  with  hin  if  for  one  reason  or 

5 

entered  of  record:) 

6 

another  it's  not  a  question  that  they  feel  that  they  can  give 

£ 

7 

an  accurate  answer  to  tonight  that  question  will  be  answered 

7 

COL.  BPIST^:  During  the  second  part  of  the 

8 

for  the  record  and  it  will  be  in  the  final  Environaental 

8 

hearing  --  these  microphones  aren't  going  to  do  much,  but 

9 

Impact  Statement. 

9 

they  ace  going  to  amplify  your  voice  and  put  you  on  the 

10 

So  if  you  check  on  the  form  that  you  want  a  copy  of 

10 

record,  which  is  sort  of  a  back  up  tape  which  will  be  in 

11 

that,  that  will  be  one  sure  way  of  naklng  sure  you  get  the 

11 

addition  to  the  record  that  Becky  is  taking  on  the  stenoptype 

12 

answer . 

12 

machine. 

13 

Also  there's  a  renote  chance  that  perhaps  a 

13 

So  again,  just  cone  up  close  to  one  of  these  mice. 

14 

question  night  call  for  classified  infornation.  And  that 

14 

whichever  when  I  call  upon  you,  whichever  seems  to  be  the 

15 

will  be  another  one  we  won't  be  able  to  answer  tonight.  But 

15 

most  convenient.  Be  careful  coning  out  of  the  stairs.  I  had 

16 

we'll  go  back  and  figure  out  an  unclassified  way  to  give  you 

16 

a  bad  accident  in  one  of  those  one  time  long  ago  but  I  can 

17 

a  comprehensive  answer  to  that  question.  And  again,  that 

17 

still  renember  it. 

18 

will  be  in  the  final  Environsiental  Inpact  Statement. 

18 

And  state  your  nane  and  spell  your  last  name  and 

19 

So  thank  you  very  much.  It's  just  coning  up  by  ny 

19 

then  just  press  right  on  with  your  question  or  ccnment. 

20 

watch  about  7:56.  I  don't  know  if  that's  right  or  not.  At 

20 

We'll  do  the  questions  first.  Those  that  have  checked  both 

21 

least  I  am  not  on  Washington  tine,  which  I  was  before. 

21 

blocks,  don't  worry.  I'm  going  to  take  your  form  out  of  the 

22 

But  let's  cone  back  at  about  well,  for  those  of 

22 

question  stack  and  put  it  over  here.  It  will  be  here  again 

23 

you  that  want  to  take  a  cigarette  break  make  It  ten  minutes 

23 

as  we  go  through  the  comments. 

24 

after  eight  o'clock  and  that  will  give  me  a  few  extra  minutes 

24 

But  I  want  to  keep  a  fine  line  between  then.  So 

ed 

25 

to  sort  the  forms  out. 

■>.. 

25 

just  go  right  to  the  question,  and  if  you  have  an  associated 

> 
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1 

statement  even  on  the  same  subject  save  that  and  there  may  be 

1 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Unless  the  State  cones  back 

2 

more  things  you  want  to  say  about  it  after  you  are  heard  some 

2 

to  us  with  a  reconnendation  for  a  change  there  will  not  b«  a 

3 

of  the  other  questions  or  the  answers. 

3 

change. 

4 

Start  out  with  John  Cobb.  That  was  an  accident. 

4 

MP.  COBB:  Okay.  When  you  move  these  vehicles 

5 

John. 

5 

around  in  case  of  an  emergency  are  you  gonna  use  those 

6 

HP.  COBS:  For  the  record  I'm  John  Cobb. 

6 

just  the  sane  roads  or  are  you  gonna  use  different  roads. 

7 

And  I  have  several  questions  here,  mainly  dealing 

7 

too? 

8 

with  the  roads.  And  you  had  said  that  there  was  a  -- 

8 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  If  we  have  notification  of  a 

9 

MEWBER  OF  THE  AUDIENCE:  Can't  hear  you. 

9 

Soviet  attack  we’ll  be  using  all  roads  that  are  available  to 

10 

John. 

10 

us. 

11 

HP.  COBB:  Okay.  I'm  sorry.  I'll  talk 

11 

HP.  roBR:  Are  you  going  to  have  to  change 

12 

louder,  then. 

12 

those  roads,  too? 

13 

You  said  that  the  State  Highway  Department  had 

13 

LT.  rOL.  WALSH:  No. 

14 

already  got  a  list  of  which  roads  were  gonna  be  possibly 

14 

MP.  COBB:  Are  those  vehicles  capable  of  going 

15 

changed. 

15 

across  other  roads  that  haven't  been  changed,  then? 

16 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  The  roads  --  yes,  sir.  The 

16 

LT.  Cnr,.  WALSH:  They  are  capable  under  a 

17 

roads  that  we  are  looking  at  are  the  current  transporter 

J7 

wartime  scenario  of  going  on  those  roads. 

18 

erector  routes.  The  current  roads  that  are  used  by  the  Air 

IR 

MP.  COBP:  Okay.  On  any  roads  that  you  do 

19 

Force  to  use  the  Minuteman  missiles.  We  are  not  lookinu  at 

19 

change  these  gravel  roads  are  you  going  to  be  maintaining 

20 

any  other  roads. 

20 

those  roads  afterwards  or  the  county  or  state  going  to  be? 

21 

Mp.  COBB:  They’re  lust  the  same  roads  that 

2. 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  If  gravel  roads  the  Air  Force 

22 

are  being  used  now? 

22 

will  have  its  share  of  the  maintenance  of  those  reads.  Yes, 

23 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Yes,  sir.  The  same  roads. 

23 

si  r . 

24 

MP.  COBB:  So  there  won't  be  any  chance  in  any 

24 

MR.  ropB:  Will  that  include  noxious  weeds  ct 

25 

other  roads,  then? 

25 

control  of  the  weeds,  too? 

> 
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LT.  COL.  WALSBt  W«*r«  qolnq  to  b*  worklnq 

1 

idantifimd  the  roada  that  w«  would  like  to  or  are  conaldering 

2 

with  the  State.  That  ia  an  laaue  that  haa  been  repeatedly 

2 

UBing.  And  it'a  identified  the  type  of  upgrede  that  we 

3 

bcouqht  up  and  we  have  9ot  to  work  with  the  Stake  z>ep«rtaent 

3 

enviaion  on  each  one  of  those  roada. 

4 

—  the  State  Highway  Oepertaent  who  la  going  to  have  piimary 

4 

That  waa  the  baaic  contents  of  the  Defense  Access 

5 

reeponeibi 1 1 ty  for  reconatruction  of  the  roeda  lo  eake  aute 

9 

Roads  Needs  Report. 

« 

^  that  that  iaaue  la  properly  addtekaed  and  incocpoiated  into 

6 

That  went  through  the  Depertment  of  Defense, 

7 

any  road  upgrade  contracts. 

7 

through  the  Federal  Highway  Arteinistratlon,  to  the  State 

8 

MH.  COBBi  Okay.  Thank  you.  !'■  aorty  I'm 

8 

Highway  Department. 

9 

taking  ao  long.  I'll  hurry  up.  hut  I  juat  have  aocie 

9 

The  State  Highway  Department  working  with  the 

10 

queationa. 

10 

Federal  Highway  Department  is  now  making  its  own  assessment 

11 

1  COL.  B81STOL:  No  take  your  tine. 

11 

of  thoat  roads.  And  it  will  also  be  working  very  closely 

12 

HR.  COBB*  la  there  going  to  be  a  procedure 

12 

with  the  County  CcMissioners  from  all  nine  counties. 

i  n 

for  conplainta  or  a  complaint  bureau  when  these  roada  are 

1 

33 

In  fact,  about  four  weeka  ago  we  had  a  meeting 

14 

being  constructed  or  interecctiona  being  changed  end  bridges 

14 

.  before  the  key  players  with  the  invited  representation  from 

15 

being  changed  where  people  or  lendowneta  or  a  community  can 

15 

1  all  the  nine  County  Commissions  so  that  we  could  present  to 

18 

come  and  nay<  *We  think  you  arc  doing  this  wrong.*  or  ‘There 

1« 

them  the  overall  plan  of  action  and  so  they  could  know  where 

17  1 

is  a  problem  here*  or  ie  it  juat  going  to  be  after  the  fact 

17 

they  would  get  their  input  into  the  ayatem  ao  they  could  make 

IB  ^ 

that  'Here's  where  the  toads  are  going  to  be  changed  and 

18 

their  desires  known  to  the  Air  Force  as  well  as  to  thslr  own 

19 

you're  going  to  be  contacted  when  we  decide  to  change  them*? 

19 

State  Highway  Department. 

20 

le  there  aomeplece  that  we  can  go  tn  the  process 

20 

HR.  COBB:  So  if  aomeone  has  a  concern  they 

21 

and  complain  or  ask  more  questions  at  that  time? 

21 

can  contact  their  County  Ccmmisatonara,  then? 

22 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Well,  let  me  explain  the 

22 

LT.  COL.  NALSH:  They  Can  either  go  through 

23 

proceas.  air. 

23 

their  own  County  Coasissionera  or  they  can  bring  their 

24 

The  Air  Force  has  identified  whst  as  1  tndlcsted 

O 

ri 

1 

24 

concern  up  to  me  through  the  EIS  process.  Since  I  am 

25 

1 

earliett  it's  Identified  the  vehicle  configuration  and  it'a 

'v 

25 

intimately  involved  in  the  Defense  Access  Roads  Needs,  T  will 

> 
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1 

make  sure  that  that  concern  was  appropriately  addressed. 

1 

1 

1  will  take  that  issue  up  with  the  State  Hlohway 

2 

MR.  COBB:  The  reason  I  asked  the  question  is 

2 

1 

1  Department. 

3 

that  1  think  our  Lewis  and  Clark  County  Commissioners  aren't  | 

1 1 

HR.  COBB!  Okay.  Thank  you.  And  gome 

4 

->  do  not  want  to  cooperate.  And  in  caee  you  decide  to  build  , 

4  ; 

specific  questions  that  --  tight  in  Augusta  here  we  have  thla 

5 

these  missiles  here,  the  silos  --  I  mean,  not  the  eilos  but 

1 

' 

1 

intersection  that  leaves  Augusta  and  goes  to  Helena  --  you 

6 

the  igloos  and  build  them,  we  need  to  have  somewhere  that  •-  , 

^  ! 

miqht  not  be  able  to  answer  this  question  now.  but  are  they 

7 

we  need  to  have  somewhere  to  go  contact  the  Air  Force  or 

7 

planning  to  use  that  turnoff  here  at  the  Intersection  to  go 

B 

something  about  concerns  they  have  and  that's  why  I  was 

from  Augusta  to  Helena,  that  intersection  right  there,  or 

9 

asking  the  question. 

9  i 

wit]  they  ^ust  keep  on  going  through  to  Choteau,  Hontana? 

10 

LT.  COL.  WA1,SH;  I  believe,  sji,  that  1  need  ^ 

10  ' 

Would  you  know  that? 

11 

to  take  this  issue  op  at  our  next  week  meeting  with  the  state 

1  \ 

I,T.  cm..  HAL.'^H:  1  would  be  queBsinq  if  I  gave 

12 

Highway  Department  -- 

(2 

vou  an  answer  right  now.  I  7uat  don't  know. 

I  3 

HP.  COPBi  Okay, 

11 

HR.  COBB:  Okay. 

14 

LT.  COL.  WALSHj  --  and  make  a  recommendation 

H 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  1  know  m  all  probability. 

15 

to  them  that  upon  completion  of  the  --  their  ansesKmenl  and 

15 

yes.  Rut  I  don't  know.  But  I  will  get  back  to  you  with  the 

1< 

upon  completion  of  the  negotiation  pmcer.r.  between  the  An 

16 

j  answer  to  that. 

17 

Force,  the  Federal  Highway  Ackn  i  ni  hi  i  at  ion  and  the  State,  that 

17 

i 

1  HR.  mBB:  I’ll  Tust  put  that  in  my  comments 

18 

we  make  presentations  to  the  --  each  one  of  the  Corntnlr-sions, 

18 

1 

then,  and  net  on  with  my  questions,  because  --  I'm  trying  to 

19 

and  also  make  the  InformatUin  on  the  toadr.  availalle  to  the 

19 

auk  a  quettion  and  1  also  made  a  comment.  I'm  Botty  abr»ut 

20 

local  newspapers,  etcetera  so  that  local  population  will  be 

20 

that . 

21 

aware  of  what  declstons  are  being  made  and  If  then  tteir  .ne 

21 

mi..  PRlf!TOl.:  Go  ahead. 

22 

difficulties  with  those  decisions  then  provide  a  means  for 

22 

HP.  ennp.  If  the  --  at  the  intersection  there 

23 

those  people  that  are  effected  or  <lo  not  like  ti.e 

23 

It's  kind  of  a  small  intersection  if  you're  trying  to  turn 

24 

recommendat ions  to  get  hark  to  the  Air  Force  and  offer 

o 

eo 

24 

those  big  vehicles  --  as  you  leave  here  you'll  nee. 

25 

alternative  actions. 

25 

And  also  if  you  build  those  new  bridges  there 

re 

> 
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outside  o(  Auqusta  where  the  rivers  cross,  if  you  build  then 

1 

considered  right  now. 

2 

wronq  or  —  that's  why  it's  important  to  qo  back  and  talk  to 

2 

MR.  COBB:  If  we  wish  to  get  a  copy  of  those 

J 

the  connunities  again,  because  that  river  --  those  bridges 

3 

roads  that  might  be  changed  or  should  we  lust  wait  a  few 

4 

can  act  like  a  dike  when  the  river  floods  every  few  years,  so 

4 

months  till  the  State  Highway  Department  gets  done  with  them 

5 

we  )ust  back  up  more  in  Auqusta.  They  can  be  built  properly 

5 

or  can  we  get  ahold  of  that  now  or  — 

6 

perhaps  to  lower  the  water  faster  so  we  don't  flood  so  fast. 

6 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Sir.  1  can  make  --  I  believe 

7 

But  it's  just  important  that  you  come  back  to  the 

7 

1  can  make  a  commitment  to  get  the  Defense  Access  Needs  —  a 

6 

community  again.  And  I  guess  you  will  do  that. 

6 

copy  of  the  Defense  Access  Needs  Report  to  you. 

9 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Yes.  If  that's  a  road  that 

9 

MR.  COBB;  Okay.  Thank  you. 

10 

18  presently  used  by  the  transporter  erector  then  in  all 

10 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Although  the  final  decision 

11 

probability  that  interchange  will  be  widened  -- 

11 

will  of  which  of  those  roads  to  be  upgraded  will  be 

12 

NR.  COBB:  Okay. 

12 

dependent  upon  the  outcome  of  our  negotiations. 

13 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  --  and  we  will  take  the  issue 

13 

So  it  will  give  you  the  overall  scheme  of  every 

14 

up  on  the  br idges. 

14 

road  that  was  considered.  But  not  every  road  that's 

15 

MR.  COBB:  And  one  final  question,  then,  is  if 

IS 

considered  will  actually  be  upgraded. 

16 

you  are  going  to  put  two  nlssiles  on  every  other  site  are  the 

16 

HR.  COBB:  Okay.  Thank  you.  I'll  just  put 

17 

existing  missiles  gonna  be  pulled  up  or  dismantled,  or  do  you 

17 

the  rest  of  my  questions  in  the  comment  part.  then. 

16 

know  for  sure? 

16 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you  very  much.  Rick 

19 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Sir,  at  this  particular  tine 

19 

Ripley? 

20 

there  is  no  proposed  action  with  respect  to  the  Hinuteman  2 

20 

MR.  RIPLEY:  RiCk  Ripley. 

21 

and  Hinuteman  3.  So  that's  why  it  is  not  considered  in  this 

21 

If  1  heard  you  correctly  tonight,  the  Augusta 

22 

EIS. 

22 

School  System  and  for  all  the  matters  of  that  the  Augusta 

23 

MR.  COBB:  Okay. 

23 

ccmimunity  would  have  very  little  impact  from  this  other  than 

24 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  At  some  later  date  because  of 

a 

eg 

24 

the  transportation;  is  that  correct? 

25 

(inaudible)  that  could  be  considered.  But  it's  not  being 

25 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  The  primary  impact  to  this 

eg 

> 


DOCUMENT  129 

DOCUMENT 

129 

PAGE  43 

PAGE  44 
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particular  area.  sir.  will  be  in  the  roads.  The  increase  in 

1 

part. 

2 

school  population  will  be  primarily  in  Great  falls  and  to  a 

2 

To  give  you  an  idea  of  what  has  been  done  by  the 

3 

lesser  --  much  lesser  extent  in  Conrad  and  Lewistown.  So  we 

3 

Air  force  in  the  pest,  in  our  analyses  of  the  impacts  of 

4 

saw  very  little  impact  in  the  Augusta  area. 

4 

Peacekeeper  in  Cheyenne  we  identified  the  need  for  an 

5 

NR.  RIPLEY:  If  any,  huh? 

5 

additional  school.  And  the  Air  force  program  received  money 

6 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  If  any. 

6 

from  Congress  to  the  tune  of  $4.6  million  to  build  a  new 

7 

MR.  RIPLEY;  Okay. 

7 

elementary  school  in  Cheyenne  for  the  impacts  associated  with 

8 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir.  Tom  Larson? 

6 

our  program. 

9 

HR.  LARSON:  Tom  Larson. 

9 

Other  federal  programs  that  already  are  in  being 

10 

If  it  should  happen  that  w«  .should  have  a 

10 

include  Public  Law  61874.  This  particular  public  law  gives 

11 

significant  increase  in  the  school  population.  T  would  like 

11 

additional  funds  to  a  particular  school  district  based  upon 

12 

to  know  what  kind  of  impact  help  is  available  from  the  Forest 

12 

the  number  of  children  that  are  attending  that  school 

1  3 

Service  --  or  from  the  Air  Force. 

13 

district  whose  parents  live  on  a  military  installation  or  who 

14 

And  also,  if  this  should  happen  and  we  need 

14 

work  on  a  military  installation.  So  those  ace  programs 

15 

financial  help,  what  is  the  time  lapse  »>etween  the  titre  we 

15 

already  in  t/eing. 

16 

have  extra  Ptudentr.  in  school  ard  hire  staff  ard  when  funds 

16 

There  are  other  federal  programs  that  we  would  have 

17 

would  be  forthcoming  to  help  us  mitigate  that  imf»act? 

17 

to  pursue  based  upon  the  situation. 

IP 

t 

r.T.  rni..  wai.sH:  well  nr,  the  rearc-n  we  ate 

IB 

HR.  I. ARSON:  Thank  you. 

19 

doing  tie  FIS  at  the  prerent  time  time  frame  ir  to  allow  u«  i 

19 

r<’L.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir.  Lloyd  Allen? 

20 

to  have  sufficient  time  ic  anticipate  an  impact  and  take  the  j 

:q 

MR.  ALLEN;  Lloyd  Alen. 

21 

appropirate  mitigation  so  that  that  impact  nrvei  occutr.  j 

21 

Okay.  Hy  question  is  more  or.  local  impact  as  far 

22 

As  I  have  previonslv  rtated,  we  dt  net  *ri'.  .  n  r  ,inv  j 

22 

as  the  Auqusta  community.  And  I  waf  wcndeting  like  the  local 

2  3 

increase  in  the  rcho-"  1  population  in  AuolM.t.  Ttert  arr  :orr  j 

23 

rervices,  like  when  you  are  building  the  covered  silcE  oi 

24 

federal  programs  availatle,  however,  that  we  ciuld  aid  m 

a 

24 

whatever  you  tuild  vou  arr  gonna  have  uarbaoe  and  refuge 

'  tedurinq  the  impacts  bc^th  financiall> 
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1 

HoW(  w«'v«  9ot  a  local  dlatcict  aanitary  laiwUtll 

1 

will  of  the  construction,  would  those  possibly  cobc  bsek  to 

diaerict«  and  aa  far  aa  J  know  It  aaata  all  State  ra^ulationa 

ths  local  facility  hare  in  Augusta?  For  example  construction 

3 

and  can  ]uat  about  taka  anything  aicept  the  caally  real  tough 

3 

down  the  road  froa  Augusta. 

4 

stuff. 

4 

And  is  your  anawer  yes,  that  it  possibly  -- 

4 

1  was  wondaring  if  there  has  baan  anything  in  tha 

5 

i 

planning  as  fac  as  impact  of  those  local  kind  of  sarvlcaa. 

, 

SQsie  of  those  would  be  disposed  of  in  accordance  with  the 

7 

M.  NATUR:  At  the  Boskant  the  plan  is  that  the 

7 

local  Or  State  regulations.  Ves,  sir. 

6 

water  will  be  brought  to  the  locations  and  based  water  and 

8 

HR.  ALLEN:  Nell  then,  if  that's  the  case 

9 

refuse  will  be  taken  froB  the  locations  back  to  PlalBStroB  Air 

9 

then,  would  the  --  would  the  Air  Force  or  --  be  negotiating 

10 

Force  Base  or  designated  locations  which  the  State  and  the 

10 

with  the  locsl  -*-  the  locsl  local  Beard  as  fat  as  fees, 

“ 

coBBunlties  may  identify  or  which  the  Air  force  is  already 

11 

aasesBBents  and  anticipating  --  you  know,  because  the 

12 

using.  Including  solid  waste,  yes. 

>2 

governaent  -*> 

1) 

NR.  ALLEN:  So  everything  would  go  back  to 

u 

LT.  COL.  MALSHt  Hhat  will  occur  here  is  the 

14 

Great  fails,  no  Mtter  what  it  it. 

14 

Air  Force  will  hire  a  contractor  to  build  the  facility.  And 

15 

DR.  MATHUR:  No.  Nhether  to  Great  Falls  or 

15 

the  contractor  would  have  to  work  with  the  local  authorities 

16 

the  locsl  dump,  that  is  what  the  Air  Force  or  the  base  will 

16 

17 

decide.  rt  will  usually  go  through  the  contractors.  But  the 

So  it  would  be  the  contractor  acquiring  the  license 

18 

base  will  not  pick  up  --  perhsps  go  through  the  locsl 

16 

or  paying  the  fees  to  dispose  of  his  waste. 

19 

contractor  to  pick  up  to  being  water  and  take  waste  water 

19 

HR.  ALLEN:  Because  like  you  knew,  part  of 

20 

and  solid  waste  froB  the  silos. 

20 

the  concern  is  as  far  as  facility  being  able  to  handle  a 

21 

COL.  BRISTOL:  I  think  the  gentleBan's 

21 

large  influx  of  --  you  knew,  wood,  concrete,  whatever,  I  Bean 

22 

question  was  whether  the  Bsterials  fron  the  const ruct ion  -- 

22 

and  not  having  tine  and  preparation  to  ceaolve  the  problens 

23 

MR.  ALLEN:  yeah. 

23 

as  --  you  know,  managementwi Be. 

24 

COL.  BRISTOL:  If  I  understood  hiir  correctly 

LT.  COL.  WALSH;  If  your  facility  in  this  area 

o 

25 

--  whether  these  mater  ials  were  eicess  or  by-products  it  you 

25 

could  n<-(  accomixiate  that  waste  disposal,  then  we  would  have 

^4 
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1 

to  haul  that  to  another  facility  at  additional  cost  to  hin. 

1 

So  in  the  (itsl  two  to  three  years,  the  bulk  of  the 

2 

which  of  course  he  would  pass  an  to  ti.e  Air  Force. 

? 

work  in  going  to  be  at  nalmstrwffi  and  southeast  of  nalmstrue. 

J 

NR.  ALLEN:  1  think  ffiy  question  is  wore 

As  we  define  ot  make  our  decisions  first  of  all 

4 

ttmelyi  trying  to  get  th*’  Air  force  to  let  rh«  local 

4 

which  LFs  we’re  going  to  go  to  and  make  decisions  on  tt.e 

5 

communities  know  advance  enoudh  that  there  *-  rhiA  wilt  t*e 

snguenves-  cf  thoae  LFs  then  that  i  nf  ot  mat  i<  n  will  bt  1 

6 

coming  and  that  we  will  be  at!e  •<>  handle  it.  j 

6 

aviilalle  t-<  the  local  populatii'O.  1 

7 

1  mean,  the  local  facility  as  far  a.s  I  know  unless 

1 

Hha*  you  will  xee  happening  is  one  year  before  the  j 

8 

this  proiect  turns  into  more  than  what  t  think  rr  if,  would 

h 

wojk  on  the  installation  or  on  the  site  t.ei]ins  we  will  he  j 

9 

be  able  tc  handle  it.  put  it's  ^leared  up  fer  wfist  is  hei® 

0 

iirpt  1  nu  the  roads  to  that  fite.  nd  then  the  fcl  lowing  1 

10 

now,  nut  as  and  I  have  r.o  idea  what  to  even  ani  ic i (-.a t r , 

in 

y,-af  Will  he  the  cent-t  r  m't  i  c  n  of  shelters  or  luloos  on  the  [ 

1  1 

expect  . 

1 1 

fitf  Itself.  But  that  will  le-  announced  well  in  advance  and  i 

12 

IT.  t'ni..  Wkl'tM;  Okay.  1  l-elievr  I  understand 

12 

well  in  advance  of  the  --  ff>d>atly  even  the  initial  ' 

11 

your  quest  1  on.  1 

1  • 

Ct.r.!  *  r  ,.ct  i*"  r.  m  IR90  we  should  krev  the  •ntite  schedule  (or 

14 

Whar'.t  uoinu  to  h.ippen,  wo  envision  ro  c.-nst  r  uct  i<.r,  ! 

14 

the  entire  rtei.l oyme nt  area. 

15 

on  this  proutam  tieuirr.inu  1991.. 

15 

Put  v«  u  woxldr.'T  h.yve  t  .•  iiy  about  contttuctivn 

16 

v>  envision  at  tt  i.'  time  that  in  the  <iif.l  two  tn 

!*• 

in  thi^  (.ar  l  aiea  until  pT"!.ah!\  about  1992.  1997. 

1  7 

three  years  tte  hulk  td  the  coriFt  t  uct  ii.r  wiit  he  eifh«i  , 

1  7 

NR.  Al.I.hN:  And  to  carry  it  a  little  furthei. 

18 

Nalmptrom  Air  Force  Base  or  ir  flat  teonn  immediatelv  ! 

18 

how  at^:  ut  the  local  --  like  the  local  fiir  and  the  local 

19 

adiacent  tf!  the  tase  uoinu  -•  irnvin.j  i  owa  i  d:-  ite  Miitt*a:t. 

19 

amt'ul  ance  ' 

20 

That  would  be  itie  initial  area  of  wrik. 

.0 

¥•  0  know,  because  if  somethinj  should  happen 

21 

fine  of  the  rear.or:  why  we  havr-  t.  work  in  tt..it  i 

1 

locally.  \ou  kr.w,  when  y.-u  a  j  t-  dino  this,  VJSt  hecaur.e  they 

22 

direction  is  it  will  rake  or  seveial  veari-  ro  tm  M  t.r  *<  ! 

.'2 

ate  rlfiveit  they  ato  onng  t<.  r>e  called  ui'cm  tc  tty  ■*  o  render 

21 

retnfritce  the  t.ridaej.  actors  the  Niifcuii  H'f!  •«  arr-^m.^dfe 

whatever  »«•!;  they  can.  1 

24 

our  rteetls.  we  can’t  rtatt  wetkina  on  the  «th«i  ri.le  until 

O 

.'4 

And  1  mean  is-  there  going  to  t>e  a  pgoaram  where  the 

O 

25 

thoBe  tridnes  have  twen  improved. 

5 

,'S 

local  (.iciliries  ti.it  line  are  able  to  txr  upgraded,  yo.. 

> 

u] 

> 
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1 

know,  whether  it  --  you  know,  like  --  I’m  ]ukt  gr>in<}  to  ray 

1 

accidents  that  related  to  similar  times  of  construction  to 

2 

for  exam^’le.  let's  sey  that  it's  determined  that  the  local 

generate  a  demand  situation.  And  then  we  compared  that 

3 

ambulance  is  ]ust  barely  meetinq  code. 

5 

demand  that  we  might  be  creating  any  one  area  with  the 

< 

Would  there  be  some  help  as  far  as  qettinq  a  rtM 

4 

available  aetvices  in  that  particular  area,  and  at  this 

S 

ambulance  that  will  meet  code  that  will  meet  any  accidents? 

5 

particular  time  we  determined  that  the  existing  services  were 

6 

LT.  COl..  WAIi.SH:  If  we  are  qoing  to  put  a  load 

6 

actually  aufficient. 

7 

on  the  local  emerqency  service  that  it  could  not  meet  then  we 

7 

How,  one  of  the  advantages  that  we  have  with  this 

8 

will  have  consider  some  type  of  augmentation.  Yes,  sir. 

* 

situation  with  respect  to  Augusta,  with  Augusta  being  several 

9 

At  this  particular  time,  we  do  not  envision  such  a 

9 

years  or  the  region  sround  Augusta  being  several  years 

10 

burden  being  placed. 

10 

11 

We  saw  that  the  actual  numbers  of  people  out  in  the 

11 

would  give  us  seme  experience  in  the  area  isaediately 

12 

field  at  any  one  time  would  be  very  email,  and  the  number  of 

12 

adjacent  to  the  base  to  adiuat  out  analyses  accordingly. 

13 

accidents,  etcetera  being  proporticnately  small. 

13 

One  of  the  things  the  Air  Force  intends  to  do  is 

14 

HP.  ALLEN:  But  as  it  is  my  understsnding  on 

14 

institute  a  monitoring  program.  Ttie  monitoring  program  will 

15 

the  ambulance  --  which  I  am  not  a  part  of  but  do  support  -- 

15 

be  looking  at  anything  from  additional  police  calls  to 

16 

they  are  just  on  the  recreational  end  of  it  called  out  on 

16 

additional  new  requirements  for  emergency  services. 

17 

a  continuous  basis. 

17 

etcetera.  And  if  we  aee  a  trer.i  that  is  inconsistent  with 

18 

So  if  you  bring  extra  people  in,  my  question  is  how 

IB 

what  we  projected  in  our  EIS,  then  we  would  have  to  make 

19 

would  you  not  expect  to  have  accidents  related  tc  workers,  to 

19 

adjustments  at  that  particular  time. 

20 

transportation  to  bridge  work  —  you  know,  whatever.  ! 

20 

Me  have  instituted  a  similar  program  with  the 

21 

mean,  to  me  it  looks  like  no  matter  how  you  look  at  it  you 

21 

Peacekeeper  Hinuteman  siloa  program  at  F.E.  warren.  So  we 

22 

are  going  to  see  that  Augusta  is  going  to  be  impacted  --  you 

22 

can  likewise  identify  any  aoootations  from  the  predictions  in 

23 

know,  and  the  local  services  are  going  to  be  strained. 

23 

the  EIS. 

24 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  What  we  did  is  we  looked  at  a 

e 

n 

24 

So  if  we  start  seeing  a  trend  that  tella  us  that 

25 

similar  type  construction  and  wc  looked  at  the  number  of 

25 

may  be  out  initial  assumptions  in  our  EIS  won't  be  correct  we 

e«i 

> 

U 
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1 

will  make  the  adjustment  accordingly  at  that  time.  1 

1 

most  of  the  workers  would  have  to  come  in  from  outside  the 

2 

HP.  ALLEN:  Just  to  make  sure  I  understand  it. 

2 

area.  So  we  predicted  s  very  large  immigration. 

3 

■y  understanding  is  tnst  because  of  the  distance  Augusta  is 

3 

Hell,  from  the  time  that  we  filed  that  EIS  to  the 

4 

from  Great  Falls  that  there  is  enough  time  and  there  will  be 

4 

time  that  work  started,  there  was  the  big  energy  flop  I  guess 

5 

enough  experience  ahead  of  us  that  if  there  is  problems  the 

5 

you  might  call  it;  the  energy  industry  just  collapsed. 

6 

Air  Force  will  be  able  to  change  and  modify  things. 

‘ 

As  a  '.'onsequence,  there  was  a  lot  of  people  that 

7 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  That's  the  purpose  of  having 

7 

were  unemployed  in  Hyoming.  So  when  we  came  in  with  out  work 

e 

a  monitoring  program.  And  it's  proven  to  be  extremely 

8 

requirements,  instead  of  needing  immigrants  to  come  in  to 

beneficial  in  light  of  out  activities  at  F.E.  Warren.  And  we 

9 

satisfy  the  needs,  the  needs  were  satisfied  by  the  people  of 

10 

would  intend  to  institute  a  similar  program  here. 

10 

Wyoming. 

1 1 

HP.  ALLFN:  So  that  what's  at  the  beginning  le 

u 

As  a  consequence,  all  the  impacts  that  we  have 

12 

not  set  in  concrete,  and  at  there  is  still  movement. 

12 

predicted  never  came  about. 

13 

LT.  COL.  WAI.SH:  You  have  tc  understand  in  tte 

13 

Now,  of  course  things  can  go  just  reverse  of  that. 

14 

EIS  --  and  this  applies  not  only  to  the  issues  that  you  are 

14 

Su  we  have  to  be  flexible  in  all  these 

15 

talking  about,  but  t<'  the  whole  spectrum;  education  and  the 

15 

predictions.  He  make  our  best  guess  at  what  wc  feel  their 

16 

whole  works  --  we  have  made  certain  assumptions  ir.  the  FIS 

16 

impacts  might  be,  but  we  can't  just  say  that's  it  and  that's 

17 

that  certain  trends  will  continue.  | 

17 

what  we’re  going  to  stay  with.  We  have  tc  have  a  monitoring 

18 

There  i*  no  way  that  wc  can  control  tb-T.*-  trends. 

IP 

ptoQtam  sc  that  we  can  keep  our  fingers  cn  what  is  actually 

19 

They  may  chance.  They  may  change  for  eitter  the  l-«.ttr-i  .  r 

19 

happening  and  make  adjustments  as  appropriate. 

20 

for  the  worse,  compared  to  what  we  predicted. 

20 

He  did  It  in  Cheyenne,  we'll  do  it  here. 

71 

so  therefore  it'r  necessary  for  ur  to  tavr  a 

21 

HP.  ALLFN:  Okay.  Thank  you. 

22 

monitoring  program  •-f'  we  can  make  ad ;  i,:-t  ment :  . 

22 

LT.  COL.  HALSH:  Thank  you. 

2  1 

Let  me  oive  you  a  1 1' r  instance.  when  we  tljii  otir 

23 

COL.  PPIFTOr,:  Ttank  yru.  sir.  Charle.-^  ! 

24 

analysis  for  F.f.  warren,  rhe  energy  tiu.  iners  was  hlotvpirc}  ir 

24 

F 1  <  l  n . 

25 

that  particular  region.  Anu  fc  we  made  a  det  r-rm  i  n.ir  ton  ttat 

e»» 

•*S. 

25 

HP.  ELFIN:  Thank  you.  Hy  questicn  har  ^ 

ca 

> 

U 

E-235 


F.V2-I/130  EV2-1/130 


CXX;UMENT  129 

DOCUMENT 

128 

PM3E  S3 

PACE  54 

1 

already  bean  answetad. 

1 

COL.  BRISTOL:  I'm  sorry.  Lisa.  Did  you  have 

2 

OIL.  BRtST(%.i  Thank  you.  air.  Jaaaa  —  looka 

2 

a  question? 

3 

like  Boadle. 

3 

MS.  BAY.*  Yes,  I  do  have  a  question,  also. 

4 

KR.  piOA0i.r:  pty  queetion  haa  baan  anaaarad. 

4 

COL.  BRISTOL:  TYie  ccawent  portion  will  be 

% 

LT.  COL.  BRISTOL!  That'a  B  0  R  D  L  E,  air? 

5 

later. 

« 

HR.  BOROCF:  Yas.  it  is. 

< 

MS.  BAY!  Okay.  My  question  is:  It  sounded 

7 

COL.  BRISTOL;  Thank  you.  Liaa  Bay? 

7 

like  there  were  a  number  of  ateea  that  were  being  evaluated 

8 

14$.  BAY:  My  nano  ia  Liaa  Bay. 

B 

Cor  possible  location  of  these  extra  missiles.  And  I  am 

9 

I  have  read  portiona  of  the  EISj  tha  aocicaconovic 

9 

Curious  how  we  fit  into  the  analysis  process  with  the  other 

10 

section  in  particular.  !'■  an  cnviroraiental  consultant. 

10 

locations. 

11 

And  a  number  of  the  coauients  and  the  questions  chat 

1) 

I  came  in  late,  you  may  have  already  addressed 

12 

have  cone  up  tonight  have  been  about  the  tangible,  have  been 

12 

that.  But  it  sounded  like  there  were  11  locations  that  are 

13 

about  things  how  can  we  solve  problems,  how  can  we  mitigate 

13 

being  considered? 

14 

things  that  —  impacts  that  sight  occur  aa  a  consequence  of 

14 

LT.  a3L.  WALSR:  You're  talking  about 

IS 

this  project? 

15 

geographic  regions? 

U 

But  I  guess  my  real  concern  is  about  the 

16 

NS.  BAT:  Uh-huh. 

17 

intangibles.  It's  about  how  we  how  we  respond  to  the 

17 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  The  11  locations  are  being 

18 

emotional  impacts  of  having  missiles  in  our  backyards. 

18 

considered  for  the  Peacekeeper  aystem. 

19 

trhen  I  drive  by  the  eiisting  missiles  i  don't  feel 

19 

NS.  BAY;  Uh-huh. 

20 

safe  Z  feel  terrified.  I'd  rather  not  have  them  there. 

20 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Now,  for  the  aall  ICBM  we 

21 

And  I  don't  see  portions  of  the  EIS  sddressing 

21 

considered  three  basing  modes.  And  we  considered  actually  24 

22 

those  intangible  responses  that  many  of  us  have  to  this 

22 

installations.  For  the  random  movement  basing  mode,  we 

proposed  project. 

23 

considered  installations  in  Florida,  Texas,  New  Mexico, 

24 

I  guess  my  mitigation,  my  suggested  mitigation  is 

o 

24 

Aritona.  Nevada,  California,  and  Washington. 

25 

let’s  take  them  out  of  here.  And 

25 

For  the  Hinuteman  basing  nodes,  we  considered  all 

> 
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1 

six  Nlnuteman  bases. 

1 

And  he  also  identified  that  he  could  exercise  the 

2 

And  then  for  hard  silo  basing  mode  we  considered 

option  for  the  random  movements  basing  mode  and  he  identified 

3 

several  bases,  mainly  in  the  southwestern  ->  well,  six 

3 

Texas,  New  Mexico,  and  Arixona  as  complexes  where  he  xiight 

4 

places,  but  mainly  the  southwestern  United  States,  but 

4 

deploy  that  system. 

5 

including  P.E.  Hatcen,  Gila  Bend,  Yuma,  Fort  (inaudible)  — 

5 

MS.  BAYt  So  the  decision  has  been  made  that 

6 

I'm  running  out  of  bases.  Anywsy.  there  were  six  bases. 

6 

this  is  the  location,  and  all  we're  trying  to  figure  out  is 

7 

MS.  BAY:  Ry  question  I  don't  think  has  been 

7 

how  to  ameliorate  impacts  from  that. 

6 

answered  yet.  though. 

8 

LT.  COL.  WALSH;  The  president  has  made  a 

9 

How  do  we  fit  into  the  analysis  of  each  of  those 

9 

decision  to  deploy  at  Nalnstcom.  In  accordance  again  with 

10 

sites? 

10 

the  1986  Authorization  Act  we  are  preparing  the  second  here 

11 

LT.  COL.  WALSH;  Well  -- 

11 

EIS,  AiBninistrat ive  EIS.  to  aid  us  in  making  site  specific 

12 

MS.  BAY:  Are  we  last  on  the  list,  first  on 

12 

decisions  within  a  selected  deployment  area. 

13 

the  list,  have  you  eliminated  some  sites  already? 

13 

The  other  issue  that  you  should  be  aware  of  is  of 

14 

LT,  COL.  WALSH:  Yes,  ma'am.  In  accordance 

course  that  i^ile  the  president  has  made  a  decision,  each 

IS 

with  the  instructions  from  the  Congress  in  1986  Authorisation 

15 

year  the  Congress  has  an  opportunity  to  review  that  decision 

16 

Sill,  last  year  we  prepared  a  Legislative  EIS,  which  compared 

16 

and  continue  activities  to  either  the  Authorisation  cr 

17 

the  environmental  impacts  between  bases  --  basing  modes,  and 

17 

Appropriations  Act. 

18 

then  between  deployment  locations  for  each  one  of  those 

18 

At  this  particular  tlixe  the  Congress  has  not 

19 

basing  modes. 

19 

authorized  or  appropriated  any  funds  for  the  deployment  or 

20 

And  it  was  with  the  aid  of  that  particular  document 

20 

the  production  of  the  missiles.  They  have  only  authorized 

21 

that  the  president  made  his  decision  to  deploy  the  small  M'BM 

21 

fund  and  appropriated  funds  for  the  continued  research  and 

22 

at  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base. 

22 

development  in  support  of  the  small  ICBM  and  of  course  to 

He  also  identified  Ellsworth  Air  Force  Bane  and 

23 

fund  the  activities  that  are  underway  tonight. 

24 

F.E.  Warren  as  other  locations  where  he  might  deploy  the 

O 

n 

24 

MS.  BAY;  Thank  you. 

2S 

small  ICTBM  in  this  particular  basing  mode. 

25 

COL.  BRISTOL:  One  of  the  thinga,  Lisa,  that  1 

> 
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1 

SAC  Bight  operate  this  particular  systen  in  the  field. 

2 

To  By  imediate  right  is  Major  Van  Ness,  and  he  is 

3 

an  attorney  with  the  Air  Force  and  he  is  here  to  discuss 

4 

legal  issues,  water  issues,  and  safety  issues. 

S 

On  ay  iBBediate  left  I  have  Dr.  Raj  Hathur,  and  he 

6 

is  responsible  for  the  huaan  resources  portion  of  the 

7 

Envi ronaental  Impact  Stateaent.  He  works  for  Tetrs-Tech 

B 

Corporation. 

9 

And  on  ay  far  left  is  Or.  Richard  Rraater.  And  he 

10 

is  responsible  for  the  fiscal  resources}  biology,  water. 

11 

etcetera.  And  likewise,  he  works  for  the  Tetra-Tech 

12 

CorF>oration. 

13 

MR.  KNIGHT:  Uh-huh.  Okay.  One  of  ay 

14 

questions  --  I  think  part  of  it  as  far  as  the  educational 

IS 

impact  because  even  though  Great  Falls  is  not  directly 

16 

associated  with  us  we  are  indirectly  impact  as  far  as  the 

17 

state  budgeting.  So  I  think  you  have  answered  that 

18 

quest  ion. 

19 

My  question  is:  How  will  what's  happening  in 

20 

Geneva  impact  on  what  we  ate  doing  here,  and  how  can  Congress 

21 

as  far  as  the  budgeting  —  can  this  whole  thing  be  put  on  the 

22 

shelf? 

23 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  It'S  very  speculative  on  ay 

24 

part  to  answer  that  particular  question. 

o 

2S 

HR.  KNIGHT:  I  realize  that. 
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1 

pointed  out  in  the  opening  remarks  wa«  that  even  though  we 

2 

use  the  term  decision,  presidential  decision,  that  in  context 

3 

of  the  executive/legislative  relationships  that  it's  really  a 

4 

recommendation  or  a  request  and  it's  yet  to  be  decided  by  the 

S 

Congress  whether  and  to  what  extent  to  do  this  at  any 

6 

location.  So  it's  not  a  closed  issue. 

7 

HS.  BAY:  Thank  you. 

8 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  David  Knight.  Or 

9 

Dave  Knight . 

10 

HR.  KNIGHT:  Dave  Knight.  KNIGHT.  It's 

11 

not  with  just  the  N. 

12 

Well,  first  of  all  we've  got  some  distinguished 

13 

gentlemen  and  we  don't  really  know  who  --  except  for  the 

14 

names  on  front  --  who  they  are  and  what  their  expertise  is  as 

15 

far  as  why  they  are  here. 

16 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Why  don't  I  have  Col.  Walsh 

17 

introduce  the  members  of  his  panel. 

18 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Okay.  That  is  a  very  good 

19 

idea. 

20 

HMOR  VAN  NCSS:  I  like  it,  too. 

21 

MR.  KNIGHT:  It's  hard  to  pick  some  brains 

22 

when  you  don't  know  what  brains  you're  trying  to  pick. 

23 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  On  my  far  right  is  Lt.  Col. 

24 

Ron  iBsacson.  He  is  from  headquarters  SAC  and  he  is  here  to 

O 

25 

address  issues  with  respect  to  the  operational  concept  how 
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1 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  But  let  me  give  you  a 

2 

hypothesis. 

3 

One  of  the  reasons  that  the  --  both  the  Scowccoft 

4 

Commission  recommended  this  particular  system  and  Congress 

5 

supported  it  was  we  need  to  show  resolve  to  the  Soviets  and 

6 

to  help  persuade  them  to  go  to  the  bargaining  table. 

7 

Now,  to  give  you  an  example,  several  years  ago 

8 

there  was  a  considerable  concern  about  intermediate  range 

9 

missiles  and  cruise  missiles  in  the  European  theatre.  And  of 

10 

course  a  lot  of  people  were  against  deployment,  we  have 

11 

since  started  deployment.  And  since  we  demonstrated  that 

12 

resolve,  the  Soviets  have  now  decided  to  come  to  the 

13 

bargaining  table  and  now  are  willing  to  offer  the  elimination 

14 

of  Intermediate  weapons. 

15 

It  would  be  hoped  in  the  long  run  that  a  similar 

16 

type  of  situation  would  occur  to  long-range  missiles.  Of 

17 

course  that  cannot  be  guaranteed. 

18 

MR.  KNIGHT;  Uh-huh. 

19 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  So  there  is  a  possibility 

20 

that  this  system  could  be  impacted  by  the  events  at  Geneva. 

n 

And  It  IS  possible  that  the  program  at  that  time  could  be 

22 

cancelled  or  curtailed. 

23 

But  it  should  be  pointed  out  that  is  pore 

speculat  ton. 

o 

to 

25 

MR.  KNIGHT:  Oh  defiritoly. 

7 

ca 
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1 

As  far  as  the  transportation  on  the  highways  are 

2 

coiKerned,  new  if  anybody  has  been  on  Tenth  Avenue  South  in 

3 

Great  Falls  at  any  time  —  and  that's  probably  the  major 

4 

highway  to  get  one  of  these  Hard  Mobile  Launchers  from  the 

5 

west  of  Malmstron  into  Malastrom  Air  Force  Base. 

6 

Is  there  any  proposals  as  far  as  a  quote  unquote. 

7 

'bypass*  to  go  around  the  congestion? 

8 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  There  are  —  again  we  have 

9 

identified  our  requirements  -- 

10 

MR.  KNIGHT:  Uh-huh. 

11 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  And  the  state  and  the  city. 

12 

etcetera  are  working  with  us  on  how  to  satisfy  our 

13 

requirements  as  well  as  meet  the  needs  of  the  people  of 

14 

Montana . 

15 

In  some  of  my  preliminary  discussions  with  the  1 

16 

former  city  manager  of  Great  Falls  --  and  I'm  sure  it's 

17 

already  been  brought  up  to  the  .State  --  the  issue  did  come  up 

18  I 

1  of  butldinn  a  bypass  to  the  south. 

19  ' 

j  And  again,  we  would  have  to  look  carefully  at  that 

1 

20 

particular  issue  with  the  State  to  see  it's  viability 

21 

1  costwise  as  well  as  meeting  our  needs. 

22 

1  MR.  KNIGHT:  Hh-huh. 

21 

i  LT.  COI,.  WAL.5H;  But  yes,  that  issue  is  on  the 

?•  ' 

table. 

o 

eo 

25  I 

j  MR.  KNIGHT:  How  much  i  r-  the  government 

's.. 
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1 

wlllinq  to  pick  up  th«  coit«7  Now  1  know  tti*  ft<S*r«l 

1 

sldgwalkr  and  that's  it. 

2 

<)OV*rrui*nt  i*  about  th«  mm  position  sa  whst  ths  stats 

2 

LT.  COL.  WALRHi  So  you  Stay  hSva  to  go  snothtt 

i 

qovsirMsnt  hart  ■**  as  tar  financinq  any  road  iapiovsMnta  but 

3 

route. 

4 

what  --  you  know,  psrcsntaqs  ara  you  looking  at? 

4 

MS.  TllOHASi  Okay.  Thank  you. 

S 

I.T.  cot..  NM^Hi  !  don't  think  you  can  say 

5 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Okay.  Now,  t>afOTa 

6 

thare  is  a  parcantaqa  that  wa  ara  willinq  and  raady  to  pay 

4 

1  go  into  tha  public  coaiMnta  and  receipt  of  atatamanta,  did 

7 

for  tha  shaia  of  tha  road  upoiada  that  wa  ara  lasponstbla 

7 

any  of  you  that  did  not  fill  out  one  of  these  forms  perhaps 

8 

fo,. 

B 

have  a  question  that  csm  to  your  ihlnd  )ust  sa  a  conamquenca 

4 

HR.  KNIGHT:  Okay.  Thank  you,  Colonal. 

» 

of  llstanlng  to  tha  othar  questions  and  listening  to  tha 

10 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir.  Hika  Bay? 

10 

answers? 

11 

MR.  BAY:  1  an  qolnq  to  maka  a  coa>iM>nt. 

11 

Are  there  any  other  clarifying  queatlona  that  any 

12 

COL.  BRISTOL:  All  right.  Ranlta  Thoaas? 

12 

of  you  would  like  to  aak  befoic  wa  go  into  tha  comaianta 

13 

MS.  THOMAS:  Ranlta  Thomas. 

13 

thamaalvaa? 

Moat  of  ny  quastiona  hava  baan  answarad.  Tha  only 

14 

Yaa,  ma'am.  If  you  would  like  to  come  down  to  the 

15 

othar  thing  ]uat  cams  up. 

J5 

•tcruphone  --  you  don't  have  ccsw  to  the  microphone. 

16 

If  Tanth  Avanua  South  isn't  big  anough,  is  our  Main 

14 

NS.  HAWR-cOBBt  That  would  be  great.  My  naM 

17 

Straat  big  anough?  Mill  our  Main  Sttaat  hava  to  ba  widanad. 

17 

la  Sarah  Hawk-Cobb. 

IB 

or  will  it  ba  bypassad? 

18 

I  know  you  Mid  it  would  be  about  a  billion  dollars 

IB 

1,T.  COL.  NALSHi  first  Of  ail,  la  It  a 

" 

into  the  economy.  la  that  into  the  aconomy  Cor  Che 

20 

transportar  aractor  routa? 

20 

const  r  uct ion? 

31 

MS.  THOMAS:  I  haltava  it  is. 

CDL.  BRISTOL:  Are  you  asking  is  it  for  the 

22 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  And  If  it  la  than  wa  will 

22 

construction  as  opposed  to  the  operation  and  conatruction? 

21 

hava  to  conaidar  widantng  it  or  going  with  an  altarnata  route 

23 

MS.  HAWK-COBB:  Right.  I  waa  )utt  wondering 

24 

if  widening  it  Is  not  possible. 

O 

•o 

34 

how  much  tha  miaallaa  to  build  coat. 

35 

N.g.  THOMAS:  Oh,  Okay.  Because  theca's  like  a 

25 

COL.  BRlSTOt.:  All  right.  Col.  Walsh? 
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1 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Tha  entire  proorairi  i-ost  s  -* 

1 

It  doesn't  maka  sense  to  me  that  tha  people  whom  it  will 

3 

whan  you  conaidar  tha  production  of  tha  aiiesilas.  The 

2 

impact  tha  moat  should  not  be  made  mote  aware  of  what  la 

tasaarch  and  davalopmant.  as  wall  as  the  miitaty 

3 

happening. 

4 

construction  proorsn,  and  whan  you  cunsidei  fct  500  missiles 

4 

cni,.  BRISTOL:  I'll  let  Col.  walih  addraaa 

5 

theca  will  ba  about  832  to  34  billion  in  '04  fiacal  year 

s 

that  quest  ion. 

4 

dollars. 

4 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Plrst  of  all.  in  tha  initial 

7 

MS.  KAWr-fORB:  Okay.  My  Other  quart :on  le; 

7 

acopino  maatlngs  wa  had  four  locations.  That  was  not  a 

R 

Since  It's  going  to  ba  that  esfanejva.  1  am  wondering  why  the 

0 

decision  ti.nt  was  made  in  the  dark,  wa  --  in  my  meeting  with 

4 

people  that  are  impacted  the  most  --  you  talked  about  Great 

tha  Governor,  1  ptasentad  to  him  what  the  program  was  snd  how 

10 

Falls  a  lot  --  they  don't  have  the  miskilas  on  theii  tilockn. 

10 

wa  wria  going  to  conduct  tha  EIS  and  asked  that  hie  input  and 

M 

They  you  kntw,  they  will  be  hav:nu  economic  imf-avt  ■•••stly 

1 1 

at  least  ccncurtance  with  out  prepceal  to  an  l.awietown. 

u 

there. 

t3 

Conrad,  Great  rails,  and  Helena. 

1  i 

But  we  will  be  living  with  the  micsiles  out  beta. 

1  3 

And  at  --  particularly  at  the  Ccnrad  hearing  your 

14 

I  am  wonderin.]  why  a  lot  of  the  other  little  towns 

14 

lesue  was  raised,  that  wa  perhaps  were  causing  people  to 

were  not  have  a  meeting  like  thir  to  inform  them  because 

15 

ttaval  undue  distance  and  should  add  additional  locations  to 

U 

of  potentially  they  were  going  to  have  their  n'ads  im|)acted. 

14 

our  public  hearings  in  the  future.  And  for  that  reason  wa 

17 

it  was  going  to  l>e  places  that  tt<ey  like  go  (ishinu,  huotirg 

17 

did.  Wa  added  Harlowton  and  we  added  Augusta.  So  wr 

things  Ilka  that.  And  also  f<oteniiaIIy  for  one  of  vour  plans 

IB 

actually  are  scoping  in  sis  locations  --  or  five  throughout 

14 

Rome  of  their  hODner  wouUI  l>e  moved.  An<}  I's  talkini)  at-out 

14 

the  deployment  area  and  of  course  Helena,  tha  state  capital. 

20 

towns  like  fher.let,  rut  Hank,  .chelpv.  Yoi.  knia*.  other  little 

20 

US.  HAWK-roBB:  One  more  question. 

21 

ttiwns  t'hoteau  --  I'm  luat  cut  loiin  -- 

21 

COL.  BRISTOI  ;  Yes. 

22 

CoL.  nPfSTOt:  Wf'.>  <lidn’f  we  have  more  cutitc 

?3 

MS.  HAWK-COBB:  That  green  book  there,  your 

2  ^ 

hea 1 1 nge  ? 

2  3 

FtAtamant  on  --  impact  statement  there,  would  it  be  I'ossit'le 

24 

MS.  nawk-fonp.  uioht.  ciore  wr're  already 

o 

n 

?4 

to  make  it  available  In  each  of  these  small  communities  via 

2'' 

spending  no  mu<  h  --  wa  are  lalklnu  about  ’0  to  !*>  tllllor  '• 

m.. 

25 

thei I  libraries? 

es 
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1 

COL.  BRISTOL:  T  nhink  that *8  already  been 

1 

how  much  they  ate  gonna  pay,  what  they  are  gonna  pay  —  you 

done. 

2 

know,  the  --  I  mean  the 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Yes. 

3 

COL.  BRISTOL:  All  right. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Put  let's  let  Col.  Halsh 

4 

HR.  ALLEN:  Because  ■>-  you  know,  what  are  we 

address  that. 

5 

gonna  have  to  pick  up  because  they  feel  it’s  our  share? 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Yefi.  It  has  already  been 

6 

LT.  COL.  HALSH:  Okay.  Let  me  give  you  a 

done,  plus  if  each  one  of  you  would  like  to  have  a  copy  of  it 

7 

synopsis  of  this. 

and  request  such  we  will  make  sure  that  you  recieve  a  copy. 

8 

Basically  in  doing  our  analyses  we  had  to  make  a 

MS.  HAWR-COBB:  Okay. 

9 

just  --  determine  what  would  be  the  additional  income  coming 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  It  is  a  public  docunent  and 

10 

into  the  area,  coning  into  the  various  jurisdictions. 

it  will  be  made  available  to  you  if  you  ask  for  it.  We  did 

11 

This  was  made  on  the  basis  of  the  income  tax  that 

send  to  everyone  that  asked  --  or  attended  a  scoping  meeting, 

12 

will  be  generated  on  the  additional  jobs  that  are  created. 

we  did  make  it  available  to  the  public  libraries,  and  also  to 

13 

the  property  tax  that  will  be  collected  on  the  additional 

the  local  jurisdictions  and  of  course  the  State  agencies. 

14 

homes  that  will  be  built. 

MS.  HAWX'-COBB:  Okay.  Thank  you. 

IS 

Again,  all  projections  we  —  for  the  property  tax 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Any  other  questions  before  we 

16 

we  assmed  that  the  current  mill  rate  would  continue  and 

go  into  the  public  conments? 

17 

would  not  be  raised. 

MR.  ALLEN:  Could  I  ask  one  more? 

18 

And  then  when  we  looked  at  the  expenditures,  again 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Yes,  Sir.  Your  name  again  was? 

19 

we  projected  based  upon  the  current  expenditures.  If  it  was 

NR.  ALLEN:  Lloyd  Allen. 

20 

for  school  children,  the  cost  of  their  high  school  students 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Lloyd  Allen.  Okay.  Go  ahead. 

21 

in  Great  Falls  a  year's  education  is  about  $2100.  Now,  in 

MR.  ALLEN:  My  question  is  more  on  the 

22 

elementary  schools,  about  $1600. 

finances.  You  know,  we're  talking  about  the  local  inputs  and 

23 

We  projected  the  rate  --  the  numbers  of  police  in 

then  the  Air  Force.  I  was  wondering  if  we  could  get  a  real 

o 

24 

the  police  force  to  be  proportional  to  the  immigrating 

a  Reader's  Digest  version  of  how  the  Air  Force  determines 

25 

population  and  consistent  with  the  current  proportion  to  the 

> 
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1 

existing  population. 

i 

1 

Now,  there  is  a  down  side  to  that. 

2 

And  we  took  the  cost  of  those  additional  policemen 

2 

Right  —  If  you  build  your  military  family  housing. 

3  1 

1 

as  additional  cost  to  the  police  department. 

3 

the  school  district  gets  about  $837  for  every  student  whose 

4 

That's  basically  how  we  did  our  analysis  so  we 

4 

parents  are  living  on  base. 

5 

could  find  out  whether  we  would  be  running  a  deficit  or 

5 

When  that  personnel  is  moved  to  off  base,  the 

6 

surplus.  And  as  I  indicated  in  the  case  of  Great  Falls,  City 

6 

private  sector  —  and  the  father  just  works  on  the  base,  then 

7 

of  Great  Falls,  Cascade  County,  and  the  school  system,  we 

7 

the  amount  of  money  that  the  federal  government  gives  to  the 

8 

Identified  that  we  were  going  to  be  a  deficit  --  continued 

8 

school  district  for  that  student  drops  to  $30. 

9 

def ici t . 

9 

So  when  you  make  that  move,  you  also  create  a 

10 

Now,  there  are  several  actions  that  the  Air  Force 

10 

surplus  for  the  city  and  for  the  county.  But  suddenly  you 

11 

can  take  to  mitigate  that.  That  deficit  was  based  upon  us 

11 

create  a  worse  deficit  for  the  school  district. 

12 

building  or  satisfying  the  housing  needs  by  building  military 

12 

So  there  we've  got  to  start  working  with  the 

13 

family  housing  units  on  base.  Those  military  family  housing 

13 

Department  of  Education  and  to  execute  certain  provisions  of 

14 

units  are  not  taxed.  So  they  do  not  add  to  your  tax  base. 

14 

Public  Law  81-874  and  with  respect  to  funding  the  full  cost 

IS 

An  alternative  route,  and  one  which  Congress  in 

15 

of  educating  those  students  that  we  are  brinoing  into  the 

16 

recent  years  has  been  favoring  over  the  construction  of 

16  j 

school  district. 

17 

military  housing  units  is  to  use  what  we  call  --  it's  Public 

i 

17 

The  problem  riaht  now  is  to  --  well,  the  issue 

16 

Law  98-115,  Section  801-802.  And  basically  what  that  does 

1 

18 

'  before  us  right  now  is  to  identify  where  the  problems  exist. 

19 

for  you,  allows  the  Air  Force  to  contract  with  the  local 

19  j 

And  then,  having  identified  those  problems,  to  make  some 

20 

entrepreneur  to  build  houses  to  satisfy  needs  and  lease  them 

2t>  1 

1  sound  decisions  of  how  to  minimize  those.  And  if  we  can't 

21  j 

I 

back  to  the  government. 

1 

''  i 

1 

minimize  them  by  making  decisions,  then  to  seek  additional 

22  j 

Now,  when  do  you  that,  those  particular  houses  add 

22  1 

federal  help  through  various  federal  programs  that  arc  now 

23  j 

to  the  tax  base.  And  if  that’s  done,  the  deficit  that  wt-  are 

1 

23  j 

! 

!  available. 

'‘i 

predicting  goes  away.  So  for  the  City  ot  Great  Falls  and  for 

o 

1 

74  ' 

Poes  that  answer  your  question? 

Cascade  County  it  becomes  a  surplus. 

■  ^ 

7S  i 

MP.  Al.LFN:  Basically  what  you  are  sayinu  is 

> 
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1 

that  fitst  you  tty  to  increase  tases,  you  know,  by 

1 

Whether  .t's  intangible  --  for  which  you  may  never 

2 

stimulating  the  local  economy,  'nien  if  that  doesn't  create 

2 

be  able  to  deal  with  fear  of  if  nie.  .  i*  whi'*'  >  n't  think 

3 

enough  to  satisfy  the  cost  that  the  Ait  Force  is  requiring 

3 

we  should  be  able  to  (inaudible'  I’es.  jut  have  a  chance 

4 

then  the  Air  Force  comes  in  with  other  programs. 

4 

to  continue  this  input  or  this  process  of  giving  our  input 

5 

LT.  COI..  WALSH:  Yes,  I  guess  so.  We  don't 

5 

and  our  opinions  as  the  process  goes  on.  otherwise  this  is 

6 

increase  the  taxes.  We're  just  increasing  the  tax  base. 

6 

it;  we  are  going  to  get  more  of  an  occupied  zone  ismntaiity 

7 

It's  a  big  difference. 

7 

that  it's  all  going  to  happen  t'-  -  ,  we  hove  no  say-so  in  how 

8 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Now  in  the  public  cooment 

8 

we  do  these  things.  whE'>  iwads  will  be  built.  It's 

9 

period  I  am  going  back  a  number  of  these  have  both  the 

9 

important  that  we  have  a  say-so  as  this  process  continues. 

10 

comment  and  questions  checked.  I'm  going  to  start  out  with 

10 

And  I'm  glad  it's  starting  at  Halmstrom  first  so  we  can  work 

u 

John  Cobb. 

11 

out  the  budget  before  it  gets  to  this  area  if  it  does  get  to 

12 

HR.  COBB:  Can  I  just  speak  from  here? 

12 

this  area. 

13 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Yes.  There's  no  problem  with 

13 

And  it's  important  again  to  allow  the  individuals. 

14 

that,  as  long  as  you  speak  to  the  point  where  everyone  can 

14 

not  just  your  County  Comnissionets  or  yo'ir  politicians,  but 

15 

hear . 

15 

individuals  on  an  individual  basis  to  have  an  input  that 

16 

NR.  COBB:  Okay.  I'll  make  written  comments 

16 

gives  them  a  chance  to  feel  like  they're  contributing  and 

17 

if  I  can  send  those  in.  But  I'll  make  a  general  comment 

17 

having  a  say-so  in  their  life. 

18 

now. 

18 

As  you  know,  this  just  gets  bigger  and  bigger.  If 

19 

1  don't  know  if  the  missiles  are  going  to  come  in 

19 

we  have  a  little  say-so  it  gives  us  a  chance  to  have  a  say-so 

20 

this  area  or  not.  But  if  they  do  I  think  it's  important,  and 

20 

and  also  bring  ideas  you  may  not  have  thought  of. 

21 

1  am  glad  you  did  come  to  this  area  tonight  because  it  gives 

21 

I  thank  you  for  coming  tonight.  1  hope  you  will 

22 

us  a  chance  to  give  our  Input.  But  continue  this  process 

22 

encourage  this  process  to  continue. 

23 

where  --  with  the  the  State  highway  allowing  us  to  know  where 

23 

Thank  you. 

24 

the  roads  are  being  built  some  we  have  some  input  and  also  a 

O 

r? 

24 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir.  Rick  Ripley? 

25 

chance  to  make  some  decisiormaking. 

25 

HR.  RIPLEY:  1  also  will  submit  a  written 
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1 

comment.  And  !  would  like  to  echo  the  same  thing  that  John  ! 

1 

1 

remember  that  we  are  a  local  community  and  that  If  --  to  let 

2 

just  said.  I  think  it's  very  important  that  you  have  local  i 

us  get  --  let  us  have  advanced  notice  communications  and 

3 

input.  And  thank  you  for  coming  out  to  Augusta  tonight.  ■ 

3 

let's  hope  we  never  have  to  have  these  things. 

4 

COL.  BPISTOL:  Thank  you.  Pick.  Thank  you  for 

4 

Thank  you. 

5 

the  use  of  this  really  nice  school  building  as  welt. 

5 

COL.  BPISTOL:  Thank  you.  Lisa  Bay? 

6 

NR.  RIPLEY:  Thank  the  community. 

* 

MS.  BAY;  I'd  like  to  Stay  here,  too.  Just  a 

7 

COL.  BRISTOL:  I  understand  ail  of  you  had  a 

7 

comment  about  the  hearing:  I  think  the  hearing  improved 

8 

part  in  the  floor.  (inaudible]  hope  we  aren't  messing  it  up 

B 

dramatically  when  you  allowed  us  to  just  sit  here.  Tt's  a 

9 

tonight . 

9 

lot  less  intimidating.  You  guys  don't  look  quite  as  much 

10 

NR.  ALLEN:  You  will  get  a  bill. 

10 

like  a  court-martial. 

11 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Lloyd  Allen? 

11 

COL.  BPISTOI.;  Even  with  the  judge  sittino 

12 

NR.  ALLEN;  Lloyd  Allen.  1  really  would  just 

12 

here? 

13 

like  to  say  that  iry  own  personal  feelings  are  that  I  really 

13 

MS.  BAY:  Yeah.  Just  one  other  comment  and 

14 

am  not  against  the  missiles  and  partly  because  like  what  John 

14 

this  IS  --  it's  from  a  oentlemar,  -- 

15 

said,  we  lived  around  them  and  I'm  one  of  those  guys  well,  if 

15 

COL.  PPIPTOL:  Speak  up,  please. 

16 

we  get  hit  we're  all  goinj  to  be  gone  anyway.  So  what's  a  | 

16 

MS.  BAY:  General  Fisenhowet  was  intimately 

17 

few  more? 

17 

famltar  with  defense  and  also  the  Amerirar  people,  as  our 

18 

My  mam  concern  is  that  the  local  oovernrrcnts  --  | 

IH 

former  president.  He  once  said  somethina  to  the  effect  that 

19 

and  by  local  I  rrean  Augusta,  tecause  Augusta  and  Melero  ore 

19 

the  pieople  want  peace  and  ultimately  we’tc  aoinu  to  have  to 

20 

like  two  --  like  the  U.S.  anil  Ru.sr.ia.  We  don't  --  there  is  . 

20 

aive  it  tc  their. 

21  : 

not  a  lot  of  communications  lack  and  forth.  it'r-  t>etlei  prw 

21 

And  I'd  TUPt  like  to  leave  you  with  that  thouoht. 

22 

than  It  has  been,  hut  they  are  definitely  against  ur  up  there 

22 

Thank  you. 

23 

and  we  are  fighting  very  hard  to  keep  what  we  got. 

2  T 

rnt..  PPISTOI  :  Thank  you.  Pave  Kniaht? 

24  f 

So  I  lUSt  wart  to  make  rare  rr.at  it's  aware  and 

O 

o 

24 

MP.  KNIGHT:  Hecr. 

i'’  ! 

this  concern  IE  expressed  that  the  Air  Force  trie:  i 

■*««. 

25  ^  Gni,.  PRISTOL;  7'm  sorry,  "'ave. 

C4 
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1 

MR.  KNIGHT:  Hvrf.  ftlf. 

1 

Rut  thank  you. 

2 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Vou  didn’t  check  that  you 

2 

COL.  RRl.STOL;  Thank  you. 

J 

wanted  to  make  a  conmenti  and  I  did  not  take  the  form  out. 

3 

MR.  KNIGHT:  And  pray  for  peace. 

4 

MR.  KNIGHT:  That'e  okay.  That ' a  fine.  I 

4 

COL.  BRI.STOL:  Hike  Bay. 

S 

appreciate  this.  I  really  do,  you  gentlemen  takinq  time  out 

5 

HR.  BAY:  I  better  come  down  here.  I  probably 

6 

--  I  mean,  you  could  be  home  with  your  families  toniqht.  And 

6 

don't  talk  loud  enough. 

7 

we  really  appreciate  you  coming  out  way  out  here  to  Auqusta. 

7 

My  name  is  Mike  Bay. 

B 

MS.  BAY:  They  are  beinq  paid,  you  know. 

8 

Rick  Ripley  asked  you  if  there  would  be  any  sort  of 

9 

MR.  KNIGHT:  Hey,  whether  they  work  eiqht 

9 

an  impact  on  the  students  in  the  school.  And  having  grown  up 

IG 

hours  a  day  or  24  hours  a  day  it  doesn't  make  any 

10 

right  near  a  missile  launch  site,  I  feel  there  is  an  impact. 

1 1 

difference. 

11 

When  I  was  a  young  man  at  about  --  oh,  seven  years 

12 

12 

old  --  our  teacher  took  us  down  to  Great  Falls  and  we  did  a 

13 

(Discussion  held  off  the  record.) 

- 

tour  of  Halmstrom  Air  Force  Base. 

14 

14 

And  while  we  were  there  some  Lieutenant  who  was  -- 

IS 

MR.  KNIGHT:  But  1  think  —  1  want  --  you 

IS 

obviously  got  some  chuckles  out  of  it  eiplained  what  would 

16 

know,  !  want  a  front  row  seat  to  world  War  III  myself.  I  do 

16 

happen  in  case  of  a  nuclear  holocaust.  And  he  said  there 

17 

drive  by  these  missile  sites.  I  call  them  mushroom  plants 

17 

would  probably  be  a  first  wave  and  we  would  try  and  match 

16 

because  you  know  they're  nice  and  dark  and  you  can  qrow 

18 

that  with  the  weapons  that  we  had  around  this  country. 

19 

mushrooms  if  they  decide  to  dismantle  them. 

19 

And  immediately  after  that  he  said  we  would 

20 

But  1  think  our  prayer  ought  to  be  for  those 

20 

probably  push  this  button  and  blow  up  all  of  Great  falls  and 

21 

gentlemen  over  in  Geneva  and  for  the  leaders  of  both  the 

21 

everything  within  50  miles  of  us. 

22 

Soviet  Union  and  this  nation.  And  it's  important  for  us  to 

22 

Well,  that  had  a  significant  impact  on  me.  And  I 

23 

pray  for  our  leaders,  and  also  pray  that  none  of  these 

23 

really  don't  want  another  ring  around  the  target  that  is  our 

24 

off-the-wall  terrorist  groups  ever  get  ahold  of  that  weapon 

o 

« 

24 

community. 

26 

we  all  pray. 

25 

1  think  that  --  or  1  hope  that  we  never  have  to  uae 

> 
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1 

nuclear  weapons.  But  if  we  should,  piling  more  generations 

1 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Col .  Walsh? 

2 

of  missiles  into  one  area  doesn't  seem  to  be  a  very  good 

2 

LT.  COL.  WAL.5H:  About  25  minutes.  That  would 

3 

deterrent . 

3 

be  the  time  in  which  they  would  be  --  have  to  move  before  we 

4 

COL.  BRISTOL;  Thank  you,  sir.  Now  I  am 

4 

would  have  any  impact. 

5 

through  with  the  written  comment  sheets  and  I’ll  open  up  the 

5 

Now,  that  doesn't  mean  to  say  each  vehicle  will  be 

6 

floor  if  there  is  anyone  that  did  not  --  for  whatever  reason 

6 

moving  for  that  entire  25-minute  period.  Some  may  be  moving 

7 

--  fill  out  one  and  would  like  to  make  a  comment  at  this 

7 

only  a  few  minutes  to  get  outside  the  imediate  area  around 

6 

point  in  time  I  will  be  happy  to  receive  them  and  they  will 

8 

the  Minuteman  silo. 

9 

be  a  part  of  the  record. 

9 

During  that  particular  time,  the  --  w«  can  access 

10 

And  I'll  remind  you  again  that  the  option  is  open 

10 

about  8,000  square  miles.  So  these  missiles,  these  Hard 

1  1 

until  the  21st  of  next  month  if  you  post  mark  it  before  that 

11 

Mobile  Launchers  could  be  anywhere  within  an  8,000  square 

12 

date  for  your  comments  to  be  included  and  to  be  a  part  of 

12 

miles  reoinn  of  northcentral  Montana. 

1  i 

this  record  lust  the  name  ar  it  they  were  either  spoken 

13 

By  that  mobility,  we  ace  insuring  or  proving  to  the 

14 

tonight  in  front  of  all  of  us  or  if  thev  were  given  tonioht 

14 

Soviets  that  they  could  never  be  successful  in  an  attack; 

15 

try  the  filling  out  «/  one  t.l  these  sheets. 

15 

that  we  would  survive.  And  having  survived,  we  would  have 

16 

Anyone  else  have  any  comment  that  they  would  like 

16 

enough  resources  to  inflict  unacceptable  damage  on  the  Soviet 

to  make? 

Union.  With  them  knowing  that,  they  would  never  attack  in 

18 

MR.  LARSON:  M  n"l  i  ra  t  I  n*j  1  . 

the  fitst  place. 

19 

COI..  BPl.STOI  ;  Yep,  Mr.  f. arson. 

COI..  pptSTOI.:  Any  ether  questions  or 

20 

HR.  LARSON:  This  •  lu.'if  a  nit  lour.  kind  of 

20 

comment  r? 

21 

quest  ion. 

21 

Again,  asking  you  to  repeat  your  name. 

22 

If  there  irirsile:-  were  deplriyeil  ar.rl  il  ineoi'ino 

22 

MS.  HAWK-enPB:  I'm  Sarah  Hawk-Cobb. 

21 

miPPtles  r,ay  from  Pusfi.i  wet''  dr-tected,  how  much  tire  wr-tild 

I  have  one  question.  I  knew  y«^u’^e  aware  because  I 

24 

they  have  to  move  to  a  rafe  place  f  i  cim  whicli  --  where  they 

o 

rt 

24 

have  read  sorie  of  the  scoping  testimonies  ftorr  olhei  towns 

» 

could  reapond? 

•*N. 

25 

atiout  the  Initiative  91  that  was  passed  in  Montana  in  1982. 
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And  what  it  is  is  that  57  percent  of  the  people 

1 

First  of  all,  at  each  site  where  they  will  have  a 

2 

declared  --  the  people  in  Montana  --  oppose  any  further 

2 

Hard  Mobile  Launcher  there  will  be  the  crew  that  will  provide 

3 

testinq,  development,  or  deployment  of  nuclear  weapons  in 

3 

a  presence.  Fsch  site  of  course  will  be  surrounded  by  the 

4 

this  nation. 

4 

security  fencing,  each  vehicle  would  have  a  delay  denial 

S 

My  question  is:  Why  cannot  the  people  of  Montana 

5 

mechanism  built  into  it  so  that  it  would  take  some  time  for 

6 

vote  on  whether  or  not  this  system  comes  to  Montana? 

6 

any  terrorist  or  attacker  to  gain  access  to  the  missile  or  to 

7 

IT.  rOL.  WALSH:  National  defense  is  a 

7 

the  warhead. 

8 

national  issue.  And  the  decision  was  made  in  Conqtess  a&  to 

6 

And  then  there  would  be  response  teams  located 

9 

the  need  for  the  small  ICRM. 

9 

throughout  the  region,  so  that  if  we  got  word  or  a  signal  of 

10 

And  then,  based  upon  our  analyses,  it  was 

10 

any  unauthorised  access  that  they  could  respond  in  time  to 

11 

determined  that  Montana  offered  the  best  operational 

11 

protect  the  missile. 

12 

effectiveness  as  well  as  the  minimal  envi ronmental 

12 

MR.  KNIGHT:  Because  you  know  I  have  read  in 

13 

consequences  for  Che  deployment  of  that  system. 

13 

like  Reader's  Digest  the  Soviet  Union  has  a  well  trained 

14 

And  so  it  was  at  a  national  level  that  the  decision 

14 

attack  group. 

IS 

was  made. 

15 

Now,  you  know,  I  was  just  wondering,  you  know,  how 

16 

Thank  you. 

16 

secure  is  that  Mobile  Hard  Launcher  and  how  much  battering 

17 

MS.  HAWK-COBB:  Thank  you. 

17 

could  it  take  from  --  that  would  be  attacked  by  one  of  these 

18 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Yes? 

18 

small  squads? 

19 

HR.  KNICHT:  Dave  knight.  1  was  wondering. 

19 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Well,  1  without  going  into 

20 

security  for  the  sites.  Now.  you  can  drive  by  here  and  -- 

20 

Classified  areas  1  can  assure  you  that  there  would  be  trained 

21 

you  know,  nothinq.  But  what  type  of  security  in  case  of  an 

21 

response  teams  to  respond  to  any  attack  that  may  be 

22 

attack  would  be  able  —  would  the  Halmstroa  be  able  to 

perpetrated. 

23 

provide  on  short  notice? 

23 

NR.  KNIGHT:  Thank  you. 

24 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  There  are  several  issues 

a 

cd 

24 

COL.  BRISTOL:  1  want  to  thank  all  of  you  for 

25 

here. 

'N. 

25 

coming  out  tonight,  for  taking  the  time.  And  I  know  a  number 

> 
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1 

of  you  have  work  to  be  done  out  in  the  fields  and  other 

1 

2 

places.  I  want  to  really  thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 

2 

3 

come  out  and  help  make  this  hearing  successful,  to  make  sure 

3 

4 

Chat  it  does  accomplish  its  purpose. 

4 

STATF  OF  MONTANA  ) 

5 

And  again,  invite  you  to  take  the  opportunity  if 

5 

County  of  Cascade  ) 

6 

you  should  have  any  subsequent  thoughts,  ideas,  something 

6 

7 

that  wasn't  mentioned  tonight,  something  you  think  mignt  be 

7 

8 

an  impact  that  the  Air  Force  ought  to  seriously  consider. 

8 

I,  Rebecca  S.  Dcby,  Freelance  Court  Reporter  and 

9 

please  exercise  the  opportunity  to  send  that  In  by  the  list 

9 

Notary  Public  for  the  State  of  Montana,  residing  in  Great 

10 

of  August  so  that  we  can  have  as  complete  a  record  as 

10 

Falls,  Montana,  do  hereby  certify: 

11 

possible. 

1 1 

That  1  was  duly  authorized  to  and  did  report  the 

12 

And  again.  I  thank  you.  It's  been  our  pleasure  to 

12 

proceedings  in  the  above-ent i t 1 ed  cause; 

13 

be  here,  and  we  are  going  to  be  in  Helena  tomorrow  mornina; 

1  3 

That  the  foregoing  pages  of  this  transcript 

•  • 

one  final  stop  along  the  way  before  we  get  on  separate 

14 

constitute  a  true  and  accurate  transcription  of  my  stenotype 

airplanes  and  go  in  separate  directions.  And  any  of  you  tt.at 

15 

notes  of  the  proceedings. 

16 

have  an  interest  that  would  like  to  come  down  and  see  us 

16 

17 

again  you  probably  have  better  things  to  do,  but  you  aie 

IN  WITNFSS  WHERFOF,  1  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and 

18 

more  than  welcome.  And  thanks  again. 

18 

seat  on  this  the  /  '  dav  of  (  .  1987. 

19 

20 

(Hearing  proceedings  concluded  at  9;I5  p.m.) 

20 

21 

_ 1: _ _ 

22 

27 

Prhecca  s.  Pohy 

Freelance  Court  Reporter 

23 

23 

Notary  Public 

Residing  in  Great  Falls,  Montana. 

24 

25 

—  -  _  -  --  - 
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2 

3 

3 

COLONEL  MATT  C.  C.  BRISTOL  III,  Hearing  Officer 

PUDLIC  HEARING 

4 

4 

LT.  COLONEL  PETER  WALSH,  Briefer 

SMALL  INTERCONTINENTAL  BALLISTIC  MISSILE  FPOGPAM 

5 

5 

MAJOR  JAMES  VAN  NESS,  Panel  Member 

ENVlROKtlEllTAL  IMPACT  ANALYSIS  PROCESS 

6 

_ 

6 

DR.  RAJ  HATHUR,  Panel  Member 

7 

7 

DR.  RICHARD  KRAMER,  Panel  Member 

BE  IT  REMEMBERED,  that  the  Public  Hearing  in  regard  to 

8 

8 

the  Env i  ronment-T ]  Impact  Analysis  Process  concerning  the 

9 

9 

PUBLIC  PARTICIPANTS: 

Small  Intercontinental  Ballistic  Missile  Prograi"  was  held  in 

10 

10 

NS.  ALICE  STANLEY 

the  SRS  Auditorium,  111  North  Sanders,  Helena,  Montana,  on 

MS.  KATHY  HELLAND 

11 

11 

NR.  ED  KAMMEREB 

the  25th  day  of  July,  1987,  beginning  at  the  hour  of  9:00 

HR.  FRANK  MORRISON,  SR. 

12 

12 

a.ffl.,  before  Sherrrn  Walr-tad,  Court  Reporter,  rotary  Public. 

MR.  JIN  SENKLER 

13 

MS.  JANICE  S.  VAN  RIPER 

MR.  TON  MADDOX 

14 

MR.  JOE  NEWMAN 

MS.  BEVERLY  MAGLEY 

15 

HR.  KELLY  KENCS 

NS.  KATHLEEN  GUBRL5TOPFF 

16 

DR.  BELLE  RICHARDS 

MS.  JOANNE  MAYNARD 

17 

MR.  D.  A.  STERNBERG 

MS.  REBECCA  DODGE 

18 

MS.  A.  M.  HDYLAH 

MR.  CHESTER  KINSEY 

19 

HR.  FRANK  KROMKCWSKI 
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20 

MR.  BILL  HALLINAN 

MS.  LINDA  HAYS 

21 

21 

22 

22 

23 

23 

24 

24 

25 

25 
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SATURDAT,  JOLT  25,  1987 
INTRODUCTION 

BY  COLONEL  BRISTOL; 

Good  Norning,  Ladies  and  Centlesen.  Hy  nave  is 
Hatt  Bristol.  I’d  an  Air  Force  military  judge  based  in 
Washington  D.C.  Normally,  I  spend  my  week's  activities 
trying  criminal  trials.  But  this  week,  starting  last  Monday 
morning,  the  Judge  Advocate  General  asked  ne  to  come  out  and 
serve  as  the  hearing  officer  for  a  series  of  six  public 
hearings  under  the  environmental  protection  laws  pertaining 
to  the  details  of  an  Air  Force  proposal  to  deploy  and  operate 
in  peace  time  the  Nidgetmcin  Small  ICBM,  or  Intercontinental 
Ballistic  Missile  system,  at  existing  minutesan  launch 
facilities  within  notthcentcal-Montana. 

I'm  not  an  expert  on  this  proposal.  I've  heard  the 
briefing,  now,  five  times.  I  suppose  that  gives  me  a 
moderate  amount  of  information  about  it;  but  I'n  not  an 
expert.  I've  not  had  any  part  in  its  preparation  or  the 
develc.^ment ,  nor  am  I  the  legal  counsel  to  those  who  are 
presenting  the  pror''8al.  I'm  just  the  man  in  the  middle. 

It's  my  job,  and  one  that  I  take  very  seiicusly,  to 
make  sure  you,  as  members  of  the  public  with  an  interest  in 
this  proposal,  numt*‘r  one,  get  the  facts  through  a  briefing 
that  will  be  prenenled  to  you  during  the  first  part  of  this 
hesting;  and  number  two,  that  you  have  an  oppoitunity  to 
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1 

clarify  in  your  own  mtnO  any  qu^^tions  that  you  hav«  about 

1 

govaciment  auat  s«ke  a  serious  assessment  of  those  possible 

2 

wither  the  btleflny  or  the  Draft  Bnvi  i  onmental  finpact 

2 

3 

Statem*  nt . 

3 

Into  the  oversll  decision-meking  process,  slong  with  the 

4 

Lat^tly,  having  had  that  opportunity  to  claiify  any 

4 

operations!  end  other  consideretlons  in  deciding  whether,  and 

5 

Issues  in  your  minO  about  the  propoRal«  that  you  have  a  full 

S 

under  what  circumatancea,  to  proceed  with  a  partlculai 

6 

opportunity  to  present  your  views  during  Ihr  public  corrwicnt 

6 

propoaal . 

7 

portion  of  this  mcirnlng's  hearing. 

7 

This  is  simply  s  proposal.  It  hasn't  been  approved 

8 

I've  »ren  stgns  all  over  town  that  say  '*Last 

8 

by  the  Congress.  It  hasn't  been  funded.  It  is  a  pioposal. 

9 

Chance.*  (.a:it  Chance  Saloon  and  Last  Chance  Pamrie  and  Last 

9 

This  hearing  is  not  to  justify  snythlng.  This  hearing  js  a 

10 

Chance  Restaurant  and  Surplus  store.  This  is  sort  of  *last 

10 

two-way  communication  process  that  la  designed  to  enhance  the 

11 

chance*  ns  far  as  this  week  of  hearings,  because  this  is  the 

11 

decision-making  process  by  getting  your  perspective  as 

12 

final  hearing.  Hut  it  Isn't  the  last  chance  for  you  to 

12 

residents  of  the  stes  impacted  by  the  propoaal. 

13 

submit  comments.  That  comment  period  expires  the  21gI  of 

13 

There  are  things  that  an  outside  team  or  group  of 

14 

August . 

14 

Air  Force  experts  can  do  only  so  much  in  aseeSEing  those 

15 

If  you  got  a  copy  of  oi<r  Comment  Sheet,  which  t 

15 

impacte.  It's  an  imperfect  asseasment  without  your  unique 

hope  you  did  at  the  door.  Please  take  the  time  to  fill  that 

16 

perspective  as  people  who  have  lived  for  many  years  within 

17 

out.  We're  going  to  have  a  recess  after  the  briefing  and 

17 

the  affected  area. 

18 

I'll  use  those  Comment  Sheets  to  call  on  members  of  the 

18 

We  have  a  court  reporter,  Sherron  Walstad,  who  if 

19 

public  either  to  ask  a  question  or  to  make  a  cr-mmeni  .  We'll 

19 

going  to  be  taking  down  everything  that  is  spoken  this 

20 

take  questions  first,  and  after  all  of  them  are  done,  go  Into 

20 

morning;  and  we  have  a  total  of  three  hours  until  12  o’clock 

21 

the  public  Comment  period. 

21 

at  which  time  we  lose  the  use  of  this  facility  by  prior 

22 

The  gist  of  the  Environmental  Policy  Act  is  th.it 

22 

arrangement,  and  then  we  have  to  start  tunning  to  catch 

23 

whenever  the  rederal  Covernment,  or  any  agency  of  t  l»e  Federal 

23 

Airplanes . 

24 

Government,  proposes  an  action  which  could  have  Gignificant 

24 

The  procedures  will  be  that  when  you  come  fotward 

25 

impnrlc  upon  the  environment  of  a  particular  area,  then  the 

25 

to  speak  --  and  1  want  you  to  try  to  be  as  relaxed  as 

> 
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possible.  This  is  an  informal  heating.  1  don't  want  anyone 

1 

responsible  for  the  siting  activities  and  also  foi  the 

2 

to  hesitate  to  ask  a  question  foe  feat  that  It's  too  simple  a 

2 

prepatation  of  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement  fer  the 

3 

question  ot  to  make  a  statement  for  fear  It  might  hurt 

3 

deployment  of  the  Small  JCPM. 

4 

someone  else's  feelings.  I  want  you  to  speak  your  mind,  but 

4 

Before  1  review  the  findings  in  the  draft 

5 

preface  your  remarks  with  a  statement  of  your  name  and 

S 

Envl 1 onmenta)  Impact  Statement,  I  would  like,  fiist  of  all, 

6 

address,  and  spell  your  last  name  so  that  our  court  reporter 

6 

to  review  the  events  that  led  to  the  Presidential  decleion  to 

7 

will  have  it  for  the  record. 

7 

deploy  the  Small  ICBM  at  Malmstiom  Ait  Fotce  Base. 

8 

Whether  you  submit  something  this  morning  or 

8 

Then  we  shall  look  at  the  operational  concept  fot 

9 

whether  you  just  fill  out  the  form  tc  document  your  presence 

9 

the  system  going  into  the  ptopored  action  and  the  alternative 

10 

here  and  don't  make  a  statement,  or  whether  you  elect  to 

10 

actions.  We  will  view  the  EIS  process  and  how  ttir-  documeni 

11 

submit  a  written  statement  later  on,  that  will  he  a  matter  of 

11 

has  been  put  togethm,  and  then  we’ll  go  into  the  actiiel 

12 

record  equally,  whether  or  not  you  take  the  microphone  thiff 

12 

impacts  thomselven  looking  at  theif  significance  and 

13 

morning  or  not . 

13 

duration.  We'll  al«o  look  at  the  analyses  that  we  corplrlrd 

14 

Lt.  Col.  Peter  Walsh  is  the  Air  Force  briefer  for 

14 

on  the  safety  aspectr  of  the  system;  and  lastly,  wo'll  Jonk 

15 

this  proposal,  and  he's  the  Air  Force  engineering 

15 

at  the  nitigatjve  .iri  ions  proposed  and  assumed. 

16 

representative  for  headquarters,  United  States  Aii  Force  at 

16 

Pack  in  Jennnry  of  I9R3,  the  President  oRtabiished 

17 

Norton  Air  Force  Base  in  California.  Without  fuither  delay. 

17 

what  Ir.  now  known  as  the  Scoweroft  Commission.  The  purpose 

18 

I'd  like  to  Intioduce  Colonel  Walsh. 

18 

of  that  jarticulai  crmrrinslon  was  to  view  the  entire  U.S. 

19 

1? 

f-tratogic  modr  r r  i  za 1 1 on  program  and  pwike  t ecommrnd.i I  i on:,  on 

20 

PPESFNTATION 

2f» 

h«>w  wo  should  proceoci  into  the  future.  There  wete  tlare 

21 

BY  LT.  COLONEL  WALSH; 

21 

points  that  ate  of  import  to  us  this  morning  that  came  out  of 

22 

Good  Morning,  Ladies  and  Gent]em«n,  My  n.imc  is 

22 

that  romn  ;•!  i  on ■  K  am  i 1 1 1 es. 

23 

Peter  Walsh.  I'm  the  director  of  the  environmental  I'lannmg 

23 

The  fijrt  recommendation  w.ir  (o  deploy  100 

24 

for  The  Air  Force  Regional  Civil  Engineer  located  at  Noiton 

24 

Praeekeej’Ci  mirsilrs  nl  e.p.  Warren  Aii  Force  P.ise.  The 

25 

Air  Force  Base;  and  in  that  parlicuiar  capacity,  I'm 

e^ 

rcc.'nd  rerommendat  mn  was  'o  initiate  research  and 

8 

Ca 

> 
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development  on  a  small  ICBM  to  be  deployed  either  in  a 

2 

hardened  silo  or  mobile  configuration. 

3 

And  the  last  point  was  to  continue  arms 

. 

negotiations  with  the  Soviet  Union.  Both  the  President  and 

5 

the  Congress  approved  the  recommendations  of  this  commission; 

6 

and,  in  fact,  the  Congress  in  a  1984  Authorisation  Act 

7 

directed  that  the  Air  Force  pursue  a  1992  Initial  Operational 

8 

Capability  date  for  the  Small  ICBM. 

9 

Furthermore,  in  the  1986  Authorization  Act,  the 

10 

Congress  directed  the  Air  Force  to  prepare  a  legislative 

n 

Environmental  Impact  Statement  to  aid  the  President  in 

12 

deciding  which  basing  mode  and  which  deployment  area  to 

13 

deplace  them.  They  also  recommended  or  directed  the 

14 

preparation  of  an  administrative  EIS  to  aid  the  President  in 

15 

making  site-specific  decisions  at  the  selected  deployment 

16 

area. 

17 

Right  now,  we're  in  the  middle  of  the  second  phase, 

18 

the  administrative  EIS,  developing  an  analysis  to  aid  in  the 

19 

site-specific  decisions  at  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  In  the 

20 

same  authorization  act.  the  Congress  capped  the  deployment  of 

21 

Peacekeeper  missiles  at  50  at  F.E.  Warren  and  asked  the 

22 

President  to  recommend  another  more  survivable  basing  mode 

23 

for  the  second  SO  Peacekeeper  missiles. 

24 

At  this  point,  I'd  like  to  explain  how  the  Air 

25 

Force  responded  to  the  Congressional  direction.  This 

r»s 

•V. 

1 

> 
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enhanced  by  the  ability  of  these  vehicles  to  dash  off  the 

2 

military  reservation  upon  notice  of  a  Soviet  attack. 

3 

The  second  operational  concept  envisioned  the 

4 

placement  of  the  Hard  Nobile  Launchers  on  existing  Minuteman 

5 

silos.  In  this  particular  case,  the  survivability  was 

6 

assured  by  the  combination  of  the  dispersed  nature  of  the 

7 

silos  and  the  ability  of  the  Hard  Mobile  Launchers  to  gain 

8 

access  to  large  quantities  of  land  upon  notification  of  a 

9 

Soviet  attack. 

10 

One  of  the  considerations  most  important  to  the 

'  11 

President  was  that  with  this  particular  second  basing  mode. 

12 

the  costs,  both  in  money  and  in  manpower,  were  considerably 

13 

lower  than  for  the  random  movement  basing  mode  because  we 

14 

could  use  the  existing  infrastructure  that  existed  at  the 

15 

Mlnuteman  hoses. 

16 

The  Legislative  CIS  was  prepared  and  submitted  to 

17 

the  Enviionmental  Protection  Agency  and  to  the  Congress  in 

18 

November  of  last  year;  and  in  December,  the  President  made 

19 

his  decision.  Specifically,  the  President  chose  to  deploy 

20 

the  Small  ICBM  in  a  Minuteman  basing  mode,  and  he  identified 

21 

Malmstrom  Ait  Force  Base  as  the  Initial  operating  capability 

22  1 

base , 

23 

Me  also  identified  Clsworth  Air  Force  Base  and 

24 

F.E.  Warren  Air  Force  Base  as  other  bases  where  the  system 

25 

might,  be  deployed.  He  further  reserved  the  option  to  deploy 

11 

particular  chart  shows  the  three  aissiles  in  question*  On 
the  left-hand  side  there  is  a  Hinuteaan  3  pissile.  This 
weiqhB  STf>iDaiBatcly  *76,000  pounds,  is  presently  deployed  in 
the  Montana  area,  and  is  capable  of  carrying  up  to  three 
warheads. 

In  the  piddle  is  the  Peacekeeper  pissile  which 
weighs  195,000  pounds,  is  presently  being  deployed  at  P.E. 
Marren,  and  is  capable  of  carrying  up  to  ten  warheads. 

On  the  right  is  e  Saall  ICBM  currently  weighing 
37,000  pounds,  is  still  in  full-scale  developpent,  and  will 
be  capable  of  carrying  but  one  warhead. 

The  Air  Force  considered  two  basing  podes  or  two 
basing  concepts  for  the  Spall  ICBN.  The  first  one  was  to 
place  the  Spall  ICBHS  in  hardened  shelters.  These  shelters, 
with  the  latest  technology,  could  withstand  over  pressures  in 
excess  of  those  capable  by  tha  esisting  Hinuteinan  shelters. 

The  second  basing  pode  involved  the  placepent  of 
the  Snail  ICBM  in  a  Bard  Mobile  Launcher.  The  survivability 
was  achieved  by  the  pobillty  of  this  particular  vehicle  that 
would  thwart  the  effectiveness  or  efficiency  of  any  Soviet 
attack . 

For  the  second  type  of  basing,  there  were  two 
operational  concepts  considered.  The  first  one  envisioned 
the  constant  novenent,  or  the  tandop  POvepent>  of  these 
vehicles  on  a  large  military  reservation.  Survivability  was 
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the  Small  ICBM  in  the  random  povetient  basing  mode  and 
identified  complexes  in  Arixena  and  in  Texas/Mew  Mexico,  aa 
candidate  deployment  locations. 

The  total  force  that  would  be  deployed  would  be 
entirely  dependent  upon  the  threat  and,  of  cours*-,  continuing 
arms  negotiations. 

The  operational  concept  for  the  system  selected  by 
the  President  envisioned  the  placement  of  Hard  Mobile 
Launchers  on  selected  launch  facilities.  Tha  security  would 
be  provided  by  a  combination  of  fencing  alarm  delay 
mechanisms  built  into  the  weapon  system,  itself,  and  response 
teams.  Drivers  located  at  the  selected  launch  facilities 
would  provide  initial  response,  or  a  presence. 

One  of  the  major  concerns  that  is  raised  at  these 
meetings  is  the  movement  of  the  vehicle  on  the  roads,  we 
envision  that  the  movement  shall  be  restricted  to  once-a-year 
trips  back  to  the  main  operating  base,  Malmstrom  Air  force 
Base,  for  major  maintenance.  The  vehicles  will  not  be  moving 
on  the  roads  for  any  exercises  whatsoever.  All  training,  all 
exercises  will  be  accomplished  on  military  reservations  or  on 
training  areas  adjacent  to  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  itself. 

At  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  there  will  be 
constructed  the  personnel  support  facilities  and  the 
technical  facilities,  as  well  as  the  training  track  for  the 
driveiR.  It  should  be  noted,  also,  that  the  drivers  are  not 
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tesponsible  for  the  launch  of  the  miaeile.  They  are 

1 

Isuitch  facilities  to  provide  a  safety  tone  for  the  i^loc 

2 

responsible  for  the  mobility  of  the  vehicle  only.  The  launch 

2 

1  system  or  the  igloo  method  ef  sheltering.  This  safety  aone 

3 

of  the  miaailea  will  be  controlled  by  a  remote  commend  poat 

3 

will  be  a  1,250-foot  radius  from  the  shelter.  The  present 

4 

either  eirbotne  or  ground. 

4 

safety  zone  is  a  1.200-foot  radius. 

5 

In  the  CIS  we  consider  Proposed  Action,  three 

5 

Within  this  safety  aone,  the  Air  Force  would 

6 

Alternative  Actiona.  and  a  No-Action  Alternative.  For  the 

6 

prohibit  the  construction  of  inhabited  facilities.  AU 

7 

Proposed  Action,  we  envision  placing  200  Hard  Nobile 

7 

farming  activities,  ranching  activities,  can  continue.  One 

8 

Launchers  on  100  launch  facilities.  The  launchers  would  be 

8 

of  the  major  conceins,  by  both  after  acoping  and,  of  course. 

9 

placed  in  igloos,  two  to  a  launch  facility;  and  each  launch 

9 

a  major  concern  to  the  Air  Force,  was  the  potential  impact  on 

10 

facility  would  look  somewhat  like  the  llluatration  shown  on 

10 

inhabited  facilities. 

11 

the  chart  right  now. 

11 

As  denoted  in  the  CIS,  for  the  Proposed  Action,  we 

12 

The  manning  required  to  operate  the  system  would  be 

12 

had  the  potential  to  impact  homes  over  20  launch  facilities. 

13 

about  3,100  new  military  personnel.  The  increase  in  military 

13 

However,  as  noted  in  the  handout  that  was  provided  to  you  as 

14 

pcrtonn^l  would  occur  over  a  seven-year  period,  as  shown  on 

1 

you  came  In  this  morning,  the  Air  Force  has  proposed  a  set  of 

15 

this  chart,  and  meet  stability  in  about  fiscal  year  '97. 

IS 

launch  facilities  for  each  one  of  the  alternatives,  eacept 

16 

Bach  launch  facility  will  be  enlarged  to  accoimodate  the 

16 

for  Alternative  3,  which  avoids  impacts  on  any  inhabited 

17 

shelters  that  will  be  built  upon  it.  Consequently,  the  1 

17  I 

homes. 

18 

fencing  may  have  to  be  adjusted. 

16 

Though  this  system  will  require  some  estensive 

19 

In  the  CIS,  we  identified  that  the  land  requirement 

19 

upgrade  up  of  the  toads  in  nectheentral-Nontans,  basicslly 

20 

would  be  between  1.5  and  2.5  seres  per  selected  launch 

20 

these  roads  will  be  the  ones  that  are  currently  used  by  the 

21 

facility.  However,  aince  the  time  the  CIS  was  published,  we 

21 

Ninuteman  system  to  trmnsit  between  the  base  end  each  launch 

22 

have  completed  further  studies,  and  we  now  have  revised  our 

22 

facility.  While  we're  looking  at  over  1,707  miles  of  road. 

23 

estimate  for  land  requirements  down  to  between  .1  to  1.6 

23 

something  less  then  that  would  actually  be  upgraded,  and  the 

24 

acres  per  launch  facility.  Furthermore,  a  ceatrictive 

24 

exact  length  of  road  that  will  be  upgraded  will  be  dependent 

25 

easement  would  have  to  be  purchased  around  the  selected 

25 

on  which  launch  facilities  are  finally  selected- 

13 

eo 

ee 

14 

DOCUMENT  130 

1 

The  type  of  upgrade  that  we're  looking  at  would  be 

2 

upgrade  or  replacement  of  bridges,  widening  of  roads. 

3 

strengthening  of  roads,  replacement  of  culverts,  what  the 

4 

Air  Force  has  done,  it  has  prepared  a  document  called  "The 

5 

Defense  Access  Roads  Need  Report."  This  particular  document 

6 

has  been  provided  to  the  Federal  Highway  Administration,  to 

7 

the  State  Highway  Administration,  or  the  State  Highway 

8 

Department,  and  to  the  commissions  for  the  nine  counties 

9 

involved. 

10 

The  State  has  been  provided  a  sum  of  $200,000  to 

11 

provide  its  own  preliminary  assessment  on  how  it  would 

12 

propose  to  respond  to  the  Air  Force  requlremente  while  still 

13 

looking  a',  the  needs  of  the  people  of  Montana.  The  results 

14 

of  the  state  department,  or  State  Highway  Depsitment, 

15 

assessment  will  be  known  in  the  November  time  frame,  at  which 

16 

time  the  Air  Force  will  be  sitting  down  with  that  department 

17 

to  arrange  the  final  configuration  of  the  toads. 

16 

The  design  by  this  group  will  be  provided  to  the 

19 

State  in  the  January  time  frame  with,  again,  construction  to 

20 

begin  in  1990. 

21 

Construction  on  the  base  could  include  up  to  1,700 

22 

military  family  housing  units.  On  the  west  side  of  the  hose. 

23 

we  intend  to  build  personnel  ruppoit  facilities  to 

24 

accommodate  the  60  percent  increase  in  the  base  population. 

25 

On  the  east  aide  of  the  base,  we  will  build  technical  ;..up|’Oit 

15 
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foclUtUB.  Alto  on  the  coot  tide  of  the  bosc  we  would  be 
ocquirin9  op  to  600  ocreo  of  lend  to  occonModote  the  vehicle 
trsinin9  otea. 

The  total  coat  of  the  Nllitaty  conatiuctiou  proqra* 
for  naiNBtro«  Ait  force  Base  would  cowe  cloae  to  SI  billion. 
With  th»  peak  yeat  heinq  1991.  where  over  $215,000,000  la 
anticipated  to  be  apent.  The  work  force  required  for  this 
cor'Et  I  uct  ion  would  pwak  at  approxiwately  1.100  workera  in 
1990. 

The  neit  chart  auBmaiitee  the  key  aapects  of  the 
propoEcd  action  and  the  alternative  actiona.  In  Alternative 
No.  1.  we’re  lookinq  for  the  deployment  of  200  Hard  Nobile 
Launchers  on  100  launch  facilities.  But  in  thia  particular 
case,  we’re  con8iderln9  the  use  of  pre-en9lneered  facilities 
instead  of  the  iqlcoa.  In  this  particular  ease,  the  quantity 
distance,  or  the  safety  zone,  is  expanded  to  1,795  feet, 
considerably  larqer  than  for  the  iqlooe.  However,  again.  I 
need  to  emphasize  in  the  proposed  set  of  launch  facilities 
for  this  alternative,  we  have  been  able  to  avoid  launch 
facilities  where  we  would  impact  inhabited  facilities. 

For  System  Alternative  2.  this  would  provide  for 
the  deployment  of  250  Hard  Nobile  Launchers  on  125  launch 
facilitiep.  In  this  case,  there  would  be  an  increase  in 
numbers  of  operational  personnel  requited. 

For  System  Alternative  3,  we're  looking  foi  the 

16 
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1 

deployment  of  200  Hard  Mobile  Launchers  on  200  launch 

1 

was  the  envi i onmental  assessment  made  foi  that  paiticular 

2 

facilities.  In  this  case,  it  would  be  impossible  for  us  to 

2 

decision,  and  the  env  1 1  onmental  conBeguences  of  tliat 

3 

avoid  inhabited  homes,  or  launch  facilities  with  inhabited 

3 

deploymenl  are  considered  as  part  of  the  No-Action 

4 

homes,  and  would  eipect  such  impacts  at  25  launch  facilities. 

4 

Alternative,  or  the  base-line  conditions. 

5 

1  As  far  as  a  pte~enginecred  building  is  concerned. 

5 

You  should  also  be  aware  that  in  February  of  this 

$ 

this  illustration  here  will  give  you  an  idea  of  what  one  may 

6 

year,  the  President  announced  that  Halmstrom  Air  Force  Base 

7 

look  like  on  a  typical  launch  facility.  Ne  started  the 

7 

was  a  candidate  location  for  the  deployment  of  the 

8 

preparation  of  the  Administrative  CIS  early  in  1987.  He 

8 

Peacekeeper  misaile  in  the  Bail  Garrison  basing  mode. 

9 

started  scoping  with  state,  federal  and  local  agencies,  and 

9 

Consequently,  in  this  particular  document,  we  show  the 

10 

we  also  held  public  hearings,  or  public  scoping  meetings,  at 

10 

cumulative  impacts  of  such  deployment  in  addition  to  the 

11 

four  locations:  in  Lewistown,  Conrad,  Great  Falls,  and  here 

11 

Small  ICBH. 

12 

in  Helena. 

12 

If  Congress  should  continue  to  support  the 

n 

The  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  was 

13 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  basing  mode,  a  separate  CIS  will  be 

14 

released  to  the  public  on  the  23Ed  of  June,  and  the  public 

14 

prepared  next  year  to  aid  in  the  final  selection  of 

IS 

has  until  the  2l8t  of  August  to  provide  inputs  to  us.  Inputs 

15 

deployment  locations  for  that  particular  system. 

16 

thst  are  received  by  mail  are  given  the  same  consideration  as 

1« 

The  analysis  in  the  CIS  was  divided  into  12 

17 

those  that  are  provided  verbally  this  morning.  Because  of 

17 

resource  categories.  In  each  rcaourcc  category,  we  looked  at 

18 

inputs  that  were  provided  at  the  scoping  meetings,  we 

18 

the  largest,  the  widest  geographic  extent  of  where  the 

19 

expanded  a  number  of  locations  where  we  were  going  to  have 

19  ; 

impacts  might  be  found;  but  in  the  CIS  itself,  we  focused  on 

20 

public  hearings,  and  we  included  Harlowton  and  Augusta  in 

20  1 

those  areas  where  the  Impacts  would  be  most  pronounced.  Me 

21 

addition  to  the  previously  mentioned  four  scoping  locations. 

21  1 

used  a  term  Ihxoughout  the  document,  from  the  National 

22 

The  CIS  addresses  the  environmental  consequences  of 

22 

Environmental  Policy  Act  and  the  Counsel  on  Environmental 

23 

the  deployment  and  peace-time  operation  of  the  Small  ICBH. 

23 

Quality  implementing  regulations,  called  significance. 

24 

It  should  be  noted  that  there  has  been  a  recent  decision  to 

24 

Significance  is  a  term  used  to  denote  the  importance  or  an 

25 

deploy  an  area  fueling  wing  at  Halmstrom  Air  Porce  Base.  It 

17 
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area  of  concern  to  the  Air  Force  and  to  the  local 
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1 

juciadlccions. 

2 

He  also,  in  Identifying  or  describing  Impacts, 

3 

described  whether  they  are  of  long  or  short  duration.  From 

4 

my  experience  In  preparing  environmental  Impact  Statements, 

9 

the  impacts  associated  with  this  program  ace  relatively 

6 

minor.  I'm  not  trying  to  discount  them,  but  with  judicious 

1  7 

action  on  the  pact  of  both  the  Air  Force  and  in  concert  with 

8 

local  jurisdictions,  I  feel  that  moat  of  the  Impacts  can  be 

9 

erased  wlLh  appropriate  mitigative  actions. 

'  10 

However,  there  ate  areas  of  concern  to  us  today. 

11 

They  are  primarily  in  a  socioeconomic  arena;  specifically. 

12 

housing,  public  finance,  and  education,  and  with 

13 

transportation.  As  a  ennsequence,  I  would  focus  my  comments 

14 

on  those  areas. 

15 

There  were  six  areas  that  were  analyzed,  or  nix 

16 

elements  that  were  analysed,  for  socio-economics.  These 

17 

included  the  regional  economic  base,  demographics,  housing. 

18 

education,  public  services,  and  public  finance.  For  the 

19 

economic  base,  we  looked  at  all  nine  counties.  For  the  other 

20 

areas,  we  focused  our  attention  on  the  three  urban  areas  most 

21 

likely  to  be  affected:  namely,  Conrad,  Great  Falls  and 

22 

Lewistown. 

23 

In  looking  at  the  economic  base,  we  look  at  such 

24 

things  as  labor  fore*,  employment/unemployment,  and  income. 

25 

in  this  paiticular  rase,  we  made  a  compariron  of  the  labor 

19 

> 

U 
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tequirements  for  our  pro9r«tri  to  th*  •voil«bility  of  labor  in 
th«  ar»a.  Noturallyr  th*  more  labor  that  could  be  satisfied 

fron  local  resources>  the  higher  the  benefit  to  the  local 

area;  and,  of  course,  the  less  isnnigration  that  would  occur, 

Por  this  particular  program,  up  to  1,100  direct 
30bs  would  be  created,  as  stentioned  previously.  Also,  in  both 
the  opetaiional  years  as  well  as  in  the  construction  years, 
over  1,2^0  ind;iect  jobs  will  be  created.  By  indirect  jobs. 
I'm  talking  about  those  services  that  ■**-  those  people  that 
arc  providing  services  to  construction  or  the  operational 
force.  They  could  be  additional  school  teachers  that  are 
hired,  they  could  be  additional  policenen  that  are  hired, 
they  could  bo  additional  toad  maintenance  crews  that  ate 
hired  to  satisfy  the  needs  of  this  particular  program. 

Por  this  particular  proposal,  we  estir'ate  that  ever 
BO  percent  of  the  jobs  can  be  satisfied  from  the  local  area. 
This  would  actually  cause  a  decrease  in  the  unemployment  cate 
of  about  I  rorcent  through  the  construction  period.  We  also 
estimate  that  over  S990  million  of  spending  will  occur  in  the 
area  between  the  year  1990  and  200^. 

Futthermote,  on  a  yearly  basis,  the  spending  of  the 
military  personnel  and  the  nalmstrom  Air  Porce  Base 
conliacling  office  should  average  about  $63  million  per  year. 

The  an.ilyPiB  for  demographics  provider,  cn  estimate 
of  the  commuDty  populations  and  assesses  ito  ability  to 

70 
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•••latlat*  th*  iMilqratlng  population,  noat  o(  tha 
population  growth  that  occurs  with  this  particular  pro^raa 
would  occui  in  Caacada  County.  The  nuatbet  of  personnel 
aasociattd  with  tha  iiMSiqiating  population  or  in-eigratinq 
Bllltary  pacsonnel,  3,100;  whan  you  add  in  their  dependents, 
you  have  an  increase  in  population  of  about  7,600  people. 

When  you  coahine  this  with  the  asistinq  eilitaty 
population  of  10,700,  your  increase  goes  up  to  10,000  people, 
or  represents  about  24  percent  of  the  total  population  of 
Great  Falls.  Because  thia  ailitary  population  is  different 
in  deaoqcaphic  character'Stica  froa  the  residual  or 
residential  population,  we  have  identified  this  problea  as 
aiqnificant,  or  the  irpact  es  significant.  The  military 
personnel,  as  a  general  rule,  are  a  different  age,  a 
different  Incowie,  and  different  geographic  region;  and  we 
expect  then  to  have  some  difficulty  asaisilating  into  the 
Great  Falls  population. 

In  housing,  we  analyse  the  ability  uf  the  private 
sector  In  each  of  the  comaiunities  to  both  provide  housing  cr 
respond  to  the  increased  destand  in  housing.  It  is  the  Air 
Force  policy  to  rely  on  the  private  sector  as  the  first 
source  of  providing  housing  to  the  *>i]itary  personnel. 
However,  the  Air  Fnrce  is  conmitted  to  the  point,  c«t  tc  the 
fact,  that  if  the  private  sector  cannot  respond,  then  it  will 
provide  housing  either  through  the  construction  of  !i>ilitary 

21 
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15 

16 


20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


fawily  housing  units,  or  through  the  provision  of  housing 
through  other  federal  ptogtaas. 

In  our  analyais,  we  found  that  m  the  construction 
phase,  there  was  nnie  thsn  auffi;ient  housing  and  hotei/nctel 
acconaodat  iona  to  accoModate  the  expected  imigratin^ 
population.  However,  in  the  operational  years,  wo  found  that 
it  would  be  lepoasible  or  highly  improbable  that  the  private 
sector  could  provide  housing  to  the  bulk  of  eilitary 
personnel  at  a  price  that  they  could  afford.  Consequently, 
the  conclusion  is  that  tha  Air  Force  will  have  to  provide 
housing  through  either  the  military  family  housing  progtaa  or 
through  other  housing  programs. 

In  the  ares  of  education,  we  looked  at  the  existing 
public  school  aystems  and  assessed  their  ability  to 
accomodate  the  increased  student  population  asaociated  with 
the  iBBigrstion  associated  with  this  program.  In  the  Great 
Falls  area,  we  discovered  that  the  increasing  population 
would  be  over  1,200  students.  This  would  represent  an 
increase  of  the  baseline  population  of  about  9.1  percent  and 
could,  or  would  without  mitigative  actions,  cause  the 
student/'teacher  ratio  to  exceed  State  aiandarrls. 

So  in  the  Great  Fails  area,  we  identified  the 
impacts  on  the  schorvl  system  as  significant,  Ir  ether  school 
systems;  namely,  jr  the  Conrad  and  Lewistown  area,  the 
increases  in  «chool  population  would  be  less  than  50  and 

22 
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would  be  readily  assimilated  by  those  school  discncta. 

In  public  servicea,  we  looked  at  the  existing 
public  service  institutions  in  the  affec'ed  area  and  analyzed 
any  shortages  that  would  occur  because  of  the  immigiating 
population.  We  looked  at  shortages  both  from  a  personnel 
point  of  View  as  well  as  from  a  facility  point  of  view. 

There  would  be  a  slight  increare  in  the  der-and  for 
public  services  primarily  in  the  Great  Fails  area.  Th* 
increases  would  vary  between  5  to  10  percent  and  would 
requite  the  addition  of  personnel.  In  looking  at  farilitiec, 
we  discovered  that  most  of  the  facilities  were  built  for  a 
lopulaticn  well  in  excess  of  what  we're  currently  pioi<»rting 
and  could  easily  accommodate  the  increased  irmurotion 
associated  with  this  particular  program. 

As  noted  on  the  chart,  the  only  exception  to  ft. if 
was  the  Great  Falls  County  --  or  Carcade  County  tail  which 
wet,  built  in  19M,  is  a'.ready  overburdened,  c-t 

overloaded,  and  has  a  higher  population  than  for  what  it  was 
built,  and  we  cannot  expr’ct  jt  to  ahsotl-  any  further  incir'ase 
r n  popu ; at  1  on . 

In  put  lie  finance,  wo  assessed  the  tovenues  and 
expenditures  of  the  affert-'d  lur  isdict  ions.  Tte  botlcc  line 
on  this  or>e  wa**  that  alti>oi,qh  there  would  be  .^dd r I  i or«aI 
revenues  by  thin  {articular  {logram  in  the  ‘*rea»  Falls 
the  jur isdiot ions  of  Cascade  County,  the  City  of  Cr^at  Failr, 
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27 


and  the  two  Great  Falls  schoc-l  districts  would  experience 
continued  shortfalls  throughout  the  life  of  this  program 
without  miigative  actions. 

In  utilities,  we  Icoxed  at  wastewater,  water, 
energy,  solid  waste,  the  eollerlion  and  disposal.  In  all 
situations  we  fiund  more  than  adequate  caracity  either 
exist.ina  or  programmed  to  meet  the  reeds  of  cur  program,  and, 
therefore,  the  impacts  here  were  determined  tc  not  be 
significant . 

In  transportation,  we  analyzed  roads,  puhlic 
transportation  of  raiir>..adB  and  airports.  The  emphasim  was 
placed  on  irads  and  highway  impiactB  since  w**  discovered  very 
/small  jncrea«os  m  f''i  public  i  r  anspe  1 1  at  i  on. 

railroads,  and  airport'. 

One  r-f  the  biggest  ptohleffs  that  we  discovered, 
both  ir  the  operational  years  as  well  as  tn  the  construction 
yearo.  w.is  the  incicored  congestion  of  many  of  the  ma^cr 
toads  m  "almstrom,  either  fterr  the  population  or  from  the 
workers  going  tn  malmr.tto"  Air  Fctcp  P8f;e  tr  voouliuct  the 
facilities  in  the  construction  years  cr  from  the  ofeiatinnal 
force  rffortinq  to  work  in  ilie  op-ei  at  i  cna  1  years.. 

In  ttn  rural  •■'feaf.  we  aralyred  there  a 

difni{tic-n  tc  traffic  t  hr  tu-ihout  the  construction  yeatf  as  we 
replace  the  biiOnrs,  upgr.tde  the  roads,  etc.  Ant)  then  m 
the  operational  yean.,  further  disrup'ticn  it’  traffic  as  we 
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1 

move  the  Hard  Mobile  Launchers  back  and  forth  from  the  Silos 

1 

2 

and,  of  course,  the  additional  loads  we  place  on  the  roads  by 

2 

3 

moving  personnel  out  to  the  silos  to  support  them. 

3 

4 

In  land  use,  we  considered  the  impacts  on  urban  and 

4 

5 

rural  land.  In  this  analysis,  we  determined  that  the  Impacts 

5 

6 

on  urban  land  would  not  be  significant  since  there  was 

6 

7 

sufficient  developable  land  existing  in  the  Great  Falls  urban 

7 

8 

area.  Por  the  rural  land  use,  we  determined  that  between  the 

8 

9 

small  amounts  of  land  required  for  the  expansion  of  the 

9 

10 

launch  facilities  and  the  600  acres  that  would  be  taken  for 

10 

11 

our  use  adjacent  to  Malmstrom  Air  Porce  Base,  that  these 

11 

12 

represented  very  small  amounts  compared  to  the  overall  land 

12 

13 

available  in  the  Montana  area;  and.  therefore,  the  impacts 

13 

14 

would  not  be  significant. 

14 

IS 

One  major  concern  to  us  was,  of  course,  the  impacts 

IS 

16 

on  inhabited  homes;  but  since  in  the  proposed  sense,  we  are 

16 

17 

able  to  avoid  any  impacts  on  inhabited  homes,  these  impacts 

17 

18 

would  not  be  significant. 

18 

19 

In  recreation,  we  looked  at  both  regional  and  local 

19 

20 

recreation  to  determine  whether  there  were  sufficient 

20 

21 

facilities  to  accommodate  our  needs.  With  respect  to 

21 

22 

regional  recreational,  we  discovered  more  than  adequate 

22 

23 

facilities  to  accommodate  the  extra  demand  created  by  this 

23 

24 

particular  program. 

24 

25 

However,  as  far  as  local  recreational  facilities 

25 

25 
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vere  concerned,  and  with  th'  enphaars  bein9  In  the  Great 
Palls  area,  we  found  that  on  sowe  facilities,  they  would  he 
stresced  Hue  to  *^he  immigrating  population.  These  were 
facilities  such  as  softball  fields  and  golf  courses. 

Under  visual  resources,  we  looked  at  the  project 
impacts  on  visual  using  modification  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management's  visual  resources  management  methodology. 

Because  the  earth-covered  igloos  can  blend  into  the 
surrounding  area,  it  was  determined  that  the  impacts  of 
concitruction  of  igloos  would  not  be  significant  on  visual 
resources. 

In  cultural  resources,  we  looked  at  prehistoric, 
historic,  architectural.  Native  American,  and  paleontological 
resources.  Por  prehistoric  resources  we  discovered  they 
could  be  affected  by  bridge  construction  at  river  crossmgs; 
and,  in  addition,  there  were  38  launch  facilities  located  on 
land  forms  where  prehistoric  artifacts  were  likely  to  be 
found.  Of  the  bridges  that  could  be  affected  by  the 
deployment  activities,  one  is  eligible  for  listing  in  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places,  and  six  are  potentially 
eligible. 

This  area  has  some  very  important  fossil-bearing 
resources,  and  there  is  a  potential  that  during  the 
construction  phase  some  materials  important  to  the  scientific 
community  could  be  disturbed  or  destroyed.  In  looking  at  the 
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concerns  of  the  Native  Americans,  we  wrote  to  the  councils  of 
the  various  American  Indians  that  had  historic  ties  to  the 
area  and  to  identify  any  sacred  lands  that  might  be  located 
and  disturbed  by  our  activities.  At  this  time,  we  know  of  no 
sacred  sites  that  would  be  disturbed.  However,  there  is  a 
possibility  that  some  sacred  sites  could  b«>  disturbed  by 
audible  interference  or  visual  interference. 

However,  the  most  important  insue  that  was  raised 
by  the  Native  American  Indians  was  not  on  sacred  sites,  but 
the  possibility  of  us  discovering  burial  sites.  In  this 
particular  case,  they  have  a  great  concern  that  in  the  past 
when  uncovering  such  burial  sites,  the  bodies  have  been 
disinterred  and  handed  over  to  anthropologists  who  put  the 
bones  on  display  in  museums.  It  is  their  religion  and  belief 
that  such  activity  disturbs  the  spirit  of  that  individual. 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  Air  Porce,  however,  that  if 
we  should  uncover  the  remains  of  an  Indian  burial,  that  we 
call  ir  the  appropriate  judicial  leader  cf  the  Ameijcan 
Indian  group  and  arrange  for  reinterment  of  the  remains  in 
accordance  with  the  religious  beliefs  of  the  Native  American 
Indians. 

In  biological  resources,  we  looked  at  vegetation, 
wildlife,  aquatic  habitats,  unique  and  sensitive  habitats, 
and  threatened  and  endangered  species.  Overall,  the  impacts 
on  biological  rcsuurcec  were  determined  to  be  not 
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significant.  There  will  be  several  amall  aieaa  of  aenaltive 
vegetation  disturbed  including  forest,  ripstian  habitats,  and 
native  grasslands.  There  is  a  possibility  that  wildlife  will 
be  temporarily  disturbed  at  launch  facilities  that  occur  in 
sensitive  wildlife  habitats.  However,  overall,  the  amount  of 
land  that’s  going  to  be  disturbed  is  relatively  small,  and  we 
expect  a  species  that  is  tenpoisrily  disturbed  to  soon 
reestablish  itself  in  preconstruction  numbers  as  soon  as  the 
construction  activities  ate  completed. 

We  expect  a  program-induced  growth  in  hunting  and 
fishing  throughout  the  ares  of  Montana.  However,  again,  this 
should  not  significantly  affect  the  big  game  or  wildlife 
since  ch'?  State  of  Montana  has  a  large  capacity  in  this 
particular  form  of  recreation. 

Section  7  of  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973 
requires  the  evaluation  of  the  potential  program  impacts  on 
threatened  and  endangered  species.  A  biological  assessment 
was  prepared,  and  the  conclusions  were  that  there  should  be 
no  threat  from  this  program  to  any  threatened  or  endangered 
species.  The  U.S.  Pish  4  Wildlife  has  concurred  with  this 
as6essm*'nt . 

In  water  resources,  we  looked  at  water  use.  surface 
water,  and  ground  water.  Total  program  use  from  this 
particular  program  in  urban  areas  would  be  about  600 
acre-feet  per  year  in  a  construction  phase,  and  about  1,500 
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1 

per  y**'  I*'  operational  phase.  This  rtpcssents 

1 

In  looking  now  at  the  alternatives,  the  fitst 

2 

about  .1  percent  of  the  current  deeand  for  water  in  the  urban 

2 

altsrnativa,  aa  you  may  racall,  entailed  the  deploymant  of 

3 

areas,  and  is  well  within  the  capabilities  of  the  three  urban 

3 

200  Hard  floblla  Launchers  in  pre-engineartd  facilitier.  This 

4 

areas  to  accncModate. 

4 

particular  program  requited  leas  operational  personnel;  arid 

5 

Me  do  aspect  to  have  sose  ispact  on  surface  water 

5 

aa  a  consequence,  there  were  less  immigration,  and  less 

6 

due  to  sed isentat inn  occurring  after  the  construction  of 

6 

students  within  the  school  aystem. 

7 

bridges  or  on  launch  iscilitien  that  have  a  susceptibility  to 

7 

However,  overall,  the  impacts  would  ]ust  be 

8 

soil  erosion. 

8 

somewhat  comparable  to  that  of  the  Proposed  Action.  The  only 

9 

In  looking  at  geology,  we  considered  geological 

9 

arrs  where  we  had  the  potential  for  higher  impacts  was,  of 

10 

resources  including  aggregate,  oil,  gas,  coal,  and  soils. 

10 

course,  with  inhabited  homes  affected  by  the  f-rreased  safety 

11 

themselves.  Because  of  the  large  amount  of  aggregate  that 

11 

tones  around  the  launch  facilitiesi  and  again,  this  is  being 

12 

are  going  to  be  required  to  support  the  construction  of 

12 

eliminated  by  the  ludicious  selection  of  launch  facilities. 

13 

roads,  we  saw  that,  particularly  in  the  Conrad-Shelby  area 

13 

Alternative  no.  2}  this  entailed  the  deployment  of 

14 

and  in  the  Lewlatown  area,  we  could  stress  the  production 

14 

250  Hard  Mobile  Launchers  at  125  launch  facilities.  This 

15 

capabilities  of  those  areas  for  aggregate.  However,  in  the 

15 

would  entail  a  higher  number  of  operational  personnel  which 

16 

long  term,  we  saw  the  capability  for  those  areas  to  respond 

16 

would  increase  the  socioeconomic  impacts  associsted  with  this 

17 

and  to  develop  new  sources  of  aggregate  so  that  in  the  long 

17 

program. 

18 

term,  the  impacts  would  not  be  significant. 

18 

for  Alternative  No.  3,  we  looked  at  placing  200 

19 

There  were  some  sites  that  had  soils  that  were 

19 

Hard  Mobile  Launchers  in  pre-cnglnecred  buildings  at  200 

20 

highly  susceptible  to  erosion  or  mass  movement t  and,  of 

20 

launch  facilities.  The  impacts  asaoclatcd  with  this  program 

21 

course,  this  could  cause  an  impact  in  short  term  from 

21 

are  very  similar  to  the  Proposed  Action  with  the  exception  of 

22 

construction  activities. 

22 

the  numbers  of  inhabited  homes  impacted.  Pot  this  psiticular 

23 

In  both  ail  quality  and  noise,  our  analysts 

23 

option,  we  had  no  alternative  but  to  go  to  each  launch 

24 

indicated  that  the  impacts  due  to  this  program  would  not  be 

24 

facility,  and  we  were  going  to  impact  homes  at  25  launch 

25 

s ignif leant . 

25 

fad  J 1 1  ies. 
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1 

As  required  by  the  National  environmental  Policy 

1 

have  a  record  of  25  yeats  of  operation  of  the  Hinuteman 

Act.  it  is  important  to  look  at  the  No-Action  Alternative. 

2 

system  without  any  mishap  that  occurred  in  fita  or  esploaiori. 

3 

Pot  this  particular  action,  we  assumed  that  the  present 

3 

and  even  though  there  are  additional  safety  devicea  included 

4 

activities  at  Matmatrom  Air  force  Base  would  continuer 

4 

in  the  development  of  the  small  ICBM,  it  is  still  necessary 

5 

namely,  the  operation  of  the  Hlnutcman  ayatem  and  the  deploy- 

5 

that  the  Air  Force  hypotheaiie  a  credible  accident  and  then 

6 

ment  of  the  air  refueling  wing.  The  military  population 

6 

analyze  what  the  environmental  consequences  of  such  an 

7 

would  remain  at  about  10,300,  or  15  percent  of  the  population 

7 

accident  would  be. 

8 

of  Great  Palls;  and  in  the  long  term,  the  unemployment  lote 

0 

For  the  hypothesised  accident,  we  assumed  that  a 

9 

in  the  area  would  look  forward  to  about  6  percent. 

9 

loaded  petto-tanker  would  ram  into  a  Hard  Mobile  Launcher, 

10 

Also,  as  part  of  the  analyels.  we  looked  a'  the 

10 

and  that  there  would  he  a  fire  of  sufficient  intensity  and 

11 

cumulative  impacts  of  the  Peacekeeper  program  in  addition  to 

11 

duration  that,  combined  wjth  the  breaking  open  of  the 

12 

the  Small  ICBN,  and  in  addition  to  the  air  refueling  wing  on 

12 

re-entry  vehicle,  some  aerosol i sat  ion  of  the  plutonium  would 

13 

the  baseline.  Over  $100  million  worth  of  military 

13 

14 

construction  programs  will  be  required  to  support  thir 

14 

would  cover  approximafelj  two  to  three  riles  down-wind  of  the 

IS 

particular  program.  This  would  entail  the  use  of  an  extia 

15 

accident,  and  could  cause  about  an  additional  14  deaths  fer 

16 

220  workers  during  construction  years. 

16 

every  one  milllnn  people  exposed. 

17 

Also,  in  the  operational  phase,  about  317  military 

17 

It  should  be  noted,  however,  that  the  possibility 

18 

petsonnel  would  be  required.  When  you  include  their 

18 

or  probability  of  such  an  accident  occurring  ts  very,  verj 

19 

dependents,  it  would  entail  an  additional  700  people  coming 

19 

low.  However,  it  is  necessary  for  us  to  do  this  analysts  sc 

20 

to  the  Great  Palls  area.  This  would  inciease  the  population 

20 

we  can  determine  the  environmental  effects.  Naturally,  the 

21 

of  the  school  system,  Increase  the  need  for  seivices,  and 

21 

cleanup  costn  associated  with  such  a  mishap  would  he 

22 

increase,  ever-so-sl ight ly,  the  financial  shortfalls  of  the 

27 

conbiderat'' e.  The  piohahility  of  such  an  accident  occurring 

23 

three  jurisdictions  identified  previously. 

23 

has  been  determined  to  he  one  out  of  100  billion. 

24 

As  part  of  our  analyses,  we  have  to  look  at  the 

24 

The  last  area  I’d  like  to  talk  about  ir  mitigation. 

25 

safety  aspects  of  deployment  of  the  system.  Even  though  w. 

25 

Mitigation  actions  are  undertaken  to  minimize  the  impacts 
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1 

Identified  in  this  particular  docuc^ent.  Sone  meaauies  can  be 

1 

there's  a  separate  block  of  whether  you  wish  to  make  a 

2 

only  as8ui»ed  by  the  Air  Force*  such  as  comaonly  practiced 

2 

comment  during  the  coMent  portion  of  the  meeting  this 

3 

construction  measures.  Other  mitigation  measures  are  vithin 

3 

me  ning. 

4 

the  Air  Force  authority,  and  include  judicious  decisions  made 

4 

We'll  be  collecting  those  during  the  course  of  the 

5 

based  upon  the  contents  of  this  document}  for  instance,  the 

5 

recess  that’s  now  going  to  begin,  and  1  will  use  those 

6 

selection  of  launch  facilities  which  still  will  not  impact 

6 

statements  as  the  initial  source  for  calling  upon  you  members 

7 

inhabited  hones. 

7 

of  the  public  to  first  put  questions  to  the  speaker,  and  then 

8 

Other  mitigation  measures  are  not  within  the 

6 

rather  to  make  coments. 

9 

purview  of  the  Air  Force,  but  are  the  prerogative  of  the 

9 

I'd  like  to  draw  a  fine  line  using,  perhaps,  a 

10 

local  jurisdictions.  This  might  be  such  issues  as  how  the 

10 

courtroom  analogy  between  the  kinds  of  questions  I'm  talking 

11 

schoo}  district  of  Great  Falls  will  respond  to  the  increased 

11 

about  and  those  that  I'm  not.  Questions  that,  as  to  a 

12 

school  population.  After  the  local  jurisdiction,  however, 

12 

factual  matter,  seek  clarification  of  a  particular  point  made 

13 

has  made  their  determination  on  how  they  wish  to  respond  to 

13 

in  the  briefing,  a  point  made  in  the  Draft  Environmental 

14 

the  impact,  then  it  is  incumbent  upon  the  Air  Force,  and  a 

14 

Impact  Statement;  these  are  the  things  we  want  to  try  to  get 

15 

commitment  of  the  Air  Force,  to  assist  that  local 

15 

out  of  the  way  first.  We'll  probably  only  take  about  40 

16 

jurisdiction  in  implementing  their  selected  oitigative 

16 

minutes.  So  in  40  minutes,  we'll  just  simply  have  to  get 

17 

measures. 

17 

those  clarifying  questions  out  of  the  way. 

18 

This  concludes  my  prepared  presentation.  Thank 

18 

At  about  45  minutes  after  the  hour  of  10  o'clock. 

19 

you. 

19 

I'm  going  to  go  into  the  public  comment  pieclod.  if  the 

20 

20 

question  is  the  —  I'll  say  Perry  Mason,  but  I  guess  that 

21 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you  Col.  Walsh.  For  the 

21 

would  date  me  —  "Isn't  it  true.  Col.  Walsh,  that  all  of  this 

22 

benefit  of  those  of  you  who  joined  us  after  the  start,  I  know 

22 

is  a  bunch  of  hogwash  and  you've  already  made  your  mind  up?" 

23 

most  of  you  have  had  a  chance  to  get,  and  perhaps  fill  out. 

23 

those  kind  of  questions  that  are  really  designed  to  express  a 

24 

our  Comment  Sheets.  The  key  thing  on  the  Comment  Sheets  is 

24 

p>oint  of  view  rather  than  to  seek  a  particular  clarification 

25 

to  check  the  block  whether  you  wish  to  ask  a  question,  and 

25 

of  the  factual  matter,  I  want  to  reserve  those  to  be  done  st 
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Uie  same  time  —  if  there  are  any  such  as  that  —  to  be  done 

1 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Before  we  start  the  question 

2 

incident  to  the  making  of  public  comments.  If  you  have  both. 

2 

period,  Z  want  to  ask  Lt.  Col.  Walsh  —  since  it  sight  help 

3 

make  a  judgment  as  to  whether  yours  more  neatly  fits  in  the 

3 

you  to  know  who  the  individuals  with  Col.  Walsh  are,  and  what 

4 

comment  period,  and  then  you  can  pose  those  types  of 

4 

their  areas  of  exp>erti6e  are,  in  framino  your  questions  or 

5 

questions  at  the  same  time  as  you're  making  a  comment. 

5 

comments  —  1  want  to  ask  him  to  introduce  the  individuals 

4 

We  have  some  time  limits  that  I'm  going  to  at  least 

6 

whom  he's  brought  with  him  today  and  let  them  indicate  what 

7 

start  off  with;  and  if  1  see  there's  additional  time  prior  to 

7 

their  particular  expertse  is.  Col.  Walsh? 

8 

our  closing  hour,  then  I'll  make  that  time  available  for 

8 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  On  my  immediate  right,  I 

9 

additional  questions  or  comments. 

9 

have  Ha)or  Jim  Van  Ness.  He  is  an  attorney  with  the  Air 

10 

I'll  allow  t!  reasonable  number  of  questions,  2  or  3 

10 

Force,  and  he  will  look  into  land  acquisitions,  safety,  and 

11 

from  each  individual,  in  the  first  stage;  and  then  when  w® 

11 

water.  On  my  immediate  left,  1  have  Dr.  Raj  Hathur,  who  is 

12 

get  to  public  comments,  we'll  be  talking  five  minutes  for 

12 

responsible  for  the  human  resource  aspects  of  the  EIS. 

13 

public  officials,  five  minutes  for  the  single-designr' 

13 

He  works  for  the  Tetra  Tech  Corporation.  On  my  far  left 

14 

spokesperson  of  a  private  organization,  and  three  minutes  for 

14 

is  Dr.  Richard  Kramer,  who  also  works  for  Tetra  Tech  and 

15 

individuals  who  are  speaking  in  their  own  capacities  as 

15 

is  responsible  for  the  physical  science  portion  of  the 

16 

private  citizens. 

16 

CIS. 

17 

So  now  let’s  go  into  a  recess.  I  have 

17 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Col.  Walsh.  I 

IS 

approximately  9:50.  Let's  be  in  recess  until  just  a  few 

18 

have  received  a  number  of  comment  sheets  which  contain 

19 

minutes  after  the  hour  of  10  o'clock,  when  you've  filled  out 

19 

written  statements  or  other  comrnents  but  which  have  neither 

20 

your  Comment  Sheets,  if  you  could  bring  them  forward  to  the 

20 

the  block,  ’1  want  to  ask  a  question"  nor  the  block,  "I  want 

21 

table,  I  would  appreciate  that  very  much.  I'll  be  able  to 

21 

to  make  a  verbal  comment”  checked.  I'm  going  to  asfume  on 

22 

sort  them  out  and  get  ready  for  the  second  portion  of  the 

22 

those,  I  won’t  be  calling  on  the  individuals  that  filled  out 

23 

hearing.  Thank  you. 

23 

their  sheet  that  way. 

24 

(A  recess  was  taken.) 

24 

If  there  was  romeone  who  1 nadver tent  1 y  failed  to 

25 

25 

check  tho''e  tlocks,  once  I've  concluded  all  of  the  sheets, 
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I'll  CAll  on  th«  nudicnc*  9*nec«lly  for  «nyon«  who  would  liko 

1 

Our  expectation  i»  that  thoae  hazardous  wastes  will 

to  ask  0  quoation  or  luk*  a  coMbont. 

2 

be  disposed  of  through  the  process  that  the  base  presently 

rxnaUy,  I'd  ask  that  we  ask  ]uat  one  question  at  a 

3 

uses.  Thst  is,  they  have  a  permitted  temporary  storage 

tiati  and  direct  your  questions  to  ae.  and  I  will,  in  turn. 

4 

facility  at  the  base;  snd  then  they  will  be  transported  out 

refer  then  to  Col.  walsh  and  hrs  parcel. 

i 

5 

of  state  because  Montana  doesn't  have  presently,  as  1 

I  want  to  call  on  Alice  Stanley  first.  Cose  tc  the 

1 

6 

understand  it,  a  permitted  permanent  hazardous  waste 

nearest  sicrophone.  1  thiilk  we  have  one  fairly  close. 

[ 

7 

facility.  So  they  wilj  be  taken  elsewhere  under  the  present 

Good  norninq. 

i 

8 

scheme. 

MS.  ALICE  STANLEY:  I'a  not  sure  who  can 

i 

9 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Did  you  have  a  follow-up? 

answer  ay  question.  Probably  Dr,  iraaer.  !'•  interested  in 

10 

MS.  ALICE  STANLEY:  Yes.  Do  you  plan  to  list 

what  sort  of  hazardous  wocte  would  be  generated  during  the 

1] 

the  hazardous  wastes  you  intend  to  generate?  7'r  sure  jt 

construction  and  operation  of  the  project,  and  where  do  you 

12 

will  be  mote  than  spent  transmission  oils.  I  mean,  Malmstrom 

plan  to  dispose  of  the  hazardous  waste,  and  how  you  plan  t .. 

13 

generates  enough  to  be  --  enough  to  reach  a  small  generator 

transport  thea? 

14 

status.  That  additional  one  may  put  you  into  the  large 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you  very  ruch. 

15 

generator  status. 

LT.  COLONEL  NALSH:  !‘d  like  to  call  on 

16 

MAJOR  VAN  NESS:  We  don't  believe  that  will  be 

Maj.  Van  Ness  to  answer  that  question. 

17 

the  case.  At  least  our  initial  analysis  of  that  would  not 

MAJOR  VAN  NESS:  Our  expectation  is  that  very 

18 

suggest  that  that  will  cause  that  to  occur.  In  addition  to 

little  hazardous  waste  will  be  generated  either  through  the 

19 

transmission  fluids,  there  may  be  some  industrial  solvents 

construction  process  or  during  the  operation  of  the  syr'ea. 

20 

that  may  be  characterized  as  hazardous  waste,  although  we,  in 

The  kind  of  hazardous  waste  that  we  would  expect  to  be 

general,  will  no  longer  use  solvents  as  trychloretbaline. 

generated  would  be.  very  typically,  things  like  transeission 

22 

certainly.  There  may  be  some  paints  that  may  have  some 

oils  that  have  been  drained  fton  the  various  vehicles  that 

23 

consider  at  1  on  for  that.  We  have  not  quantified  those  at  this 

might  be  used  during  construction,  and  during  the  operation. 

24 

point.  But  it  is  our  present  understanding  that  they  won't 

and  those  kinds  of  things. 

25 

be  large  and  that  they  wouldn't  cause  that  to  occur. 
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COL.  BRISTOL;  I  iray  not  pronounce  this  right 

1 

notification  that  a  Soviet  attack  has  been  launched  on  the 

because  my  eyes  are  getting  tired;  but  Kathy  Kellard? 

2 

United  States.  That  is  the  only  occasion  where  these 

MS.  KATHY  HELLAPO:  My  question  relates  to  the 

3 

vehicles  will  be  on  the  Montana  roads  with  the  exception  of 

alert  status.  I'm  a  little  curious  as  to  when  the  Hard 

Mobile  Launchers  would  go  on  alert  status,  and  could  you  talk 

4 

when  the  once-a-yeat  tup  back  to  the  main  operating  base  for 

a  little  about  that? 

5 

maintenance  at  which  time  the  vehicles  will  be  reconfigured 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Col.  Walsh? 

6 

to  meet  state  axle  weight  standards,  and  we'll  have  a  convoy 

7 

to  ensure  safety. 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH;  The  intention  at  this 

point  is  to  have  ten  Hard  Mobile  Launchers  on  alert  at  the 

e 

MS.  HFLLAFD:  You're  saying  they  won't  go  out 

end  of  1992  in  accordance  with  the  Congressional  direction. 

9 

unJesa  there's  an  actual  notification? 

10 

LT .  Colonel  WALSH;  it  wiil  not  be  out  on  j 

That  IS,  we  will  have  ten  vehicles  in  their  shelters  with 

crews  available  so  that  if  we  got  notificatior  of  a  Loviet 

11 

Montana  roads  in  a  war  configuration  unless  there  has  been  a  | 

12 

verified  launch  of  Soviet  missiles  against  the  United  States.  ■ 

attack,  that  they  could  dash  off  site. 

n 

M.*:.  HFI.LARD:  My  second  question  also  relates  j 

MS.  HFLLARD:  By  what  year? 

14 

to  Hard  Mobile  Launchers.  Khat  I've  noticed  is  that  there  j 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  December  1992. 

15 

are  a  few  pages  talking  about  construction  traffic  on  roads 

MS.  HFLLARD:  I  guess  my  real  question  --  or 

and  whatnot.  Put  there's  only  one  paragraph  talking  about 

maybe  you  misunderstood  it  a  little  --  was:  What  will 

17 

the  movement  of  ihe  Hard  Motile  Launcher  on  the  highways 

constitute  an  alert  to  put  these  things  out  on  the  roads  and 

18 

through  Great  Falls  and  whatnot.  1  ^ust  don't  think  that's 

through  farmlands?  l  guess  that's  my  concern  since  we've 

19 

very  specific  when  you’re  doing  an  environmental  impact 

never  deployed  a  mobile  missile,  we  don't  really  know;  .ind 

20 

statement . 

I'm  concerned  as  to  how  often  these  will  go  on  roads  without 

21 

My  question  is:  I  understand  that  you  hrouqht  that 

really  bring  launched 

22 

I 

ptcblerr.  to  the  Highway  Department.  Is  that  true  at  this 

LT.  COI.r-NFL  WALSH:  The  ten  vrhirler.  will  f-.e 

23 

point?  In  teems  of  if  I'm  driving  from  Helena  to  Great  Falls 

on  alert  status  at  rho  end  of  1992;  that  is,  with  vehicles 

24 

and  I'm  stuck  behind  one  of  these  things,  what  exactly  will  I 

on  shelters  and  drivers  available  to  drive  off  on  a 

19 

25 

have  to  do? 

40 

1 

1 

> 

U 

UI/l-ZAa  o  1CI/1-ZA3 


DOCUMENT  130 


DOCUMENT  130 


LT.  COLONEL  WALSH]  In  the  document,  itself, 
w«  h«v«  idtntified  that  in  th«  operational  years  that  there 
could  bc<  or  there  would  be.  without  mitlgative  action,  a 
lowering  of  the  level  of  service  on  roads  that  are  going  to 
be  used  by  this  particular  system.  These  will  vary.  The 
numbers  of  novements  caused  attributable  to  our  particular 
program  will  vary  between  230  and  270  vehicle  movements  per 
day  in  those  areas  immediately  adjacent  to  the  base:  and.  of 
cours*.  less  numbers  as  you  get  farther  from  the  base. 

As  a  consequence  of  that,  the  level  of  service  that 
people  will  experience  on  those  roads  will  drop  from  the 
present  ”A*  rating  to  at  least  a  'B*  rating.  This  is  a 
terminology  that's  used  by  highway  engineers  to  designate  the 
degree  of  comfort  a  driver  would  experience,  the  number  of 
maneuvers  he  would  have  to  make,  the  speed  he  could  travel 


putting  in  extra  lanes,  etc.;  and  it's  up  to  the  State  to 
come  back  to  us  in  November  with  what  they  wish  to  do.  and 
then  we  will  sit  down  with  them  and  fund  the  design  and  the 
contruction  of  those  measures. 

MS.  KELLARO:  I  understand  that.  My  question 
and  a  followup  to  that  is:  Mill  the  public  be  able  to 
coment  on  that  document  the  Highway  Department  puts  out? 

LT.  COLONEL  HALSH:  That's  an  issue  that  was 
brought  up  last  night,  and  I  believe  that  is  a  very  good 
comment,  particularly  for  people  from  the  rural  areas,  that 
they  should  have  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  which  roads 
shall  be  upgraded  and  how  they’re  upgraded,  and  we  intend  to 
work  with  the  State  Department  to  make  that  come  about. 

MS.  RELLARD:  There  will  be  public  comment  on 


We've  also  identified  in  the  EIS  there  would  be  a 
queuing  problem  associated  with  the  slow  movement  of  the 
vehicle,  a  very  large  vehicle  that  would  make  passing  very 
complicated.  Now.  that's  the  way  the  situation  would  be  if 
no  mitigative  actions  were  taken. 

However,  we're  working  with  the  State,  for  the 
State,  to  determine  how  they  wish  to  satisfy  our  needs  as 
well  as  meet  the  needs  of  the  people  of  Montana.  The  ways  in 
which  they  can  meet  thosm  needs  would  be  by  widening  roads. 


LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  Yes.  we  intend  to  work 
with  the  State  Highway  Department  so  that  people  in  the  rural 
areas,  etc.,  will  be  made  aware  of  how  we  intend  to  meet  our 
requirements,  and  they  can  comment  on  its  viability,  etc. 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Ed  Rammerer? 

HR.  ED.  RAMMERER:  Thank  you.  'oionel.  I 
looked  to  see  what  you  were. 

My  question  involves  the  land  use.  how  much  — 
perhaps  this  was  covered.  I  came  in  a  little  late  —  how  much 
land  is  covered  in  a  typical  launch  site.  Row  much  are  you 
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taking  from  the  landowner,  first  in  fee  simple,  and  in 
easement,  and  what  kind  of  easement,  how  restrictive  ace  your 


LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  As  far  as  land  that  will 
be  purchased  in  fee  simple,  we're  looking  at  between  .1  and 
1.6  acres  of  land  at  the  selected  launch  facilities.  The 
amount  of  land  would  be  determined  by  the  present  size  of  the 
launch  facility  and  its  configuration  and  relative  position 


As  far  as  the  restrictive  easement  is  concerned, 
the  additional  amount  of  land,  that  could  vary  from  —  Let  me 
explain  it  this  way:  The  present  restrictive  easement 
extends  1,200  feet  from  the  silo.  If  we  went  with  an  igloo, 
it  would  extend  1,750  feet  from  the  silo.  If  we  went  from  — 
If  we  used  a  pre-engineered  building  with  two  Hard  Mobile 
Launchers  inside  of  it.  it  would  go  1.795  feet  from  the 
shelter.  If  we  only  put  one  vehicle  in  a  pre-engineered 
building,  it  would  be  1,425  feet. 

The  Air  Force  would  acquire  a  restrictive  easement 
on  the  differential  between  the  existing  restrictive  easement 
and  the  new  requirement.  What  that  restrictive  easement  will 
entail  is  the  prohibition  of  the  construction  of  any 
inhabited  facility  within  that  particular  area.  It  would  not 
prohibit  the  continued  activities  such  as  farming,  ranching, 
etc.  or  a  continuation  of  those  activities.  The  only  thing 


It  would  prohibit  would  be  the  construction  of  an  inhabited 


MR.  RAMMERER:  That's  1.400  feet,  let's  say. 


from  —  That's  a  radius? 


LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  Yes. 

NR.  RAMMERER:  2,600,  3.400  which  is  —  That's 
about  a  quarter  section,  isn't  it? 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  I  believe  we're  talking 
between  about  20  acres  to  140  acres  per  site  restrictive 


HR.  RAMMERER:  Yeah,  a  quarter-mile  is.  what, 
4,260;  so  may  a  farmer  or  rancher  park  machinery  within  that 


LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  Yes.  he  can  do  any 
activity  he  wants  within  that  area  with  the  exception  of 
building  a  home. 

MR.  RAMMERER:  How  restrictive  is  it  to.  say. 


LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  In  what  respect? 

MR.  RAMMERER:  Let's  say  that  this  farmer  is 
one  who  is  a  peace  person,  we're  all  peace  persons.  Maybe 
that  says  too  much.  Let's  say  that  1  want  to  invite  a  lot  of 
people  who  belong  to  a  nonviolent  peace  organization  to  my 
place;  and  is  there  anything  in  that  easement  that  would 
cover  that,  that  this  is  limited  only  to  the  farmer  and  his 
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ttwily  and  «nd  ne:9h^or«7 

LT.  COLONEL  NM.SH;  Nothin9  in  tKe  r*itiictiv* 
«af«ai«nt  would  pioritit  ycu  *uc^.  T^•  only  fhtrq  th« 

rfstiictiv*  c«ec»*nt  would  prohibit  you  frop  doirq  would  be 
the  ccnctructicr  of  «  hope. 

NN.  VAMPENF.F:  How  about  a  hayatack? 

LT.  CCL  HALSH:  You  car  build  a  haystack. 

NR.  FANNERCR:  Frop  the  launch  Rile,  the 
inpact  m  anipala.  wildlife  and  to  or.  would  te  what?  Could 

10  1  you  give  that? 

11  j  LT.  COLONF-  NAL.«;H:  Me  identified  sope  mact 

12  j  in  the  conatruction  years  to  r.crt  species,  partivularly  in 

13  those  areas  c:  on  these  launch  facilities  that  ate  located  ir 

14  areas  w^ete  sope  gaee  winter.  However,  we  concluded  that 

1^  ^  *ftet  conatructicn  activities  were  coepleted.  that  these 

16  I  species  wcold  return  to  their  preconstruction  population 

17  I  density,  and  we  saw  no  significant  ippacts. 

18  Dr.  Fiaret.  would  you  like  to  sake  f..tthet  c'oe-ent? 

19  DR.  RRANEP:  I  think  you've  lust  about  covered 

2C  .  it. 

21  NR.  RANNCRPR:  The  easeirert  :e  a  (-erp-ctual 

22  easeeent? 

23  NAJCR  VAN  MT-S:  The  easepeni  is  perpetual  ff 

24  long  as  we  continue  tc  need  it  fc:  rational  defense  purpose*. 

2^  and  then  it  reverts  autowat  j  cal  1  y  tc  --  return.®  to  t.he 


landowner.  A  couple  of  clar i f icat lona.  because  sope  of  the 
questions  you  asked  I  think  go  towstd  this. 

In  addition  to  prohibiting  the  erection  or  the 
creation  cf  a  hoec  for  husan  habitation,  it  does  prohibit  the 
uee  of  fiieatpa.  ac  it  would  restrict  hunting  within  that 
espanded  eaaepent  area.  It  prohibit!  the  use  of  fire  as  a 
»eans  of  clearing  the  land,  although  l  don't  aspect  you  use 
fire  in  «ope  of  these  winda  too  frequently.  It  prc-hitiis  rhe 
use  cf  esplosives  in  escess  of  a  certain  amount,  say,  at  5C 
pounds  to  permit  Che  use  of  esplosives  for  seism. c 
eiploraticn.  He  didn't  wart  to  prohibit  thwi.  But 
esplosives  in  escess  of  that  ate  prohibited. 

NR.  RANNERCR:  In  reverting  of  public  lands, 
say.  that  set  aside  in.  a  section  for  rchcol  purposes, 
sovetimes  legal  problems  have  come  up,  Najor  Van  Ness.  In 
the  case  of  a  reversion  cf  that  land,  where  would  j»  go.  the 
amount  taker  m.  fee  simple? 

NAJCP  VAN  NESS:  The  amount  in  fee  sieple 
doesn't  c;t  aut cnat ; cal  I y .  It's  the  easement  that  reverts 
autoratically.  The  present  practice  with  the  fee  simple 
would  be  *-  the  present  practice,  and  I'll  elaborate  a  little 
tit  --  would  be  tc  declate  that  escess  and  sell  ir.  The 
goverrme.-.t  would  have  tc  sell  the  property. 

He  rave  legislation  befete  Congress  which  is  being 
Eupp^cited  by  the  Air  Force  to  permit  us  to  return  even  a 
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fee-held  property  tc  the  original  landowners  without  ctarcing 
them  if  it  ceteins  its  character  as  agt  icultur al  prcf'erty. 
That  wap  ■'n  attempt  tc  tty  an<'  avoid  sore  of  the  i:ctlers 
that  occurred  when  we  abandoned  cur  Atlas  sites  \ea:»  age. 

NP.  KARNFREP:  That's  right.  It  was  a  pfotlrr 
and  has  beer,  a  problem,  and  I’ve  knowr  f^eofle  that  have 
gotten  tit  on  that . 

NAJOp  VAN  NF5S:  He're  .hoping  we've  learned 
Our  lessen  from  that.  And  our  attemft  is  tc  try  tc  get 
Congress  tc  permit  us  to  dj  what  we  would  th:r-«  would  r«»  tre 
reasonable  thing.  If  we  were  tc  ahardcr,  say,  a  N;r.u'rr>an 
misaile  Site  or  ere  cf  thr  sites  u"ed  frr  ttr  Hard  Nrt-iie 
Launcher . 

NR.  F'NNEPI.F:  Thank  yc^,  v»ry  ’■•..cr. 

NAJCP  VAN  NES5.  Thank  you,  sir. 

CCLONEL  PMfTCL:  Fran*  NcrriscrT  r.ocd 
N'-’rrmg,  “r.  NcrriRon. 

NP.  FPANP  NCPPJSCN,  5?;  Good  Nuiriru, 

CcloneJ.  Th.f  js  a  very  i.-t  ei  est .  ng  sessirr.  I  want  tt 
compliment  tre  people  that  ptepared  tir  t  rv .  r  cr-r»  •  r  a  I  Impact 
Statrnerts  so  far  as  it  teats  upon  the  i  rt- 1  al  ia^  j  ^  r  cf  t.’e 
eiSSiler.  Thrrn  are  twe  things  I'm  ur.cleer  tr.  Cm,  d-,  y.  „ 
intend  •«  alar'*-r  ihe  Nmutesa--  Nissile  a-d  s  ♦  ;  i  'fii 

pfngrar?  Hha*. 's  tie  answer  tc  that? 

:.T.  Cri''StL  HALSH:  At  this  partic  lat  t  :re. 

4' 


10 

a 

12 


sit,  there  :s  no  intention  to  atanden  the  Nir.uteman  Nissile. 
Sc,  therefore,  it  has  not  teen  --  such  ata'idonment  has  ret 
been  included  ir  tne  EIS  analyses.  The  mtenticn.  at  this 
lime  If  tv  ccntinue  tc  deplny  the  Nmuteear,  and  add  tc  that 
t.ne  Sm.Ti:  I  CBN. 

NP.  NTPPISCS;  Hhat  I ' is  far  mete  concerned 
with  than  thr  er.v  1 1  onmental  i!tp.aet  cf  the  in6ta.:aticn  -f 
these  weafcns  is  the  environmental  jmpect  cf  a.-  acniSental  ct 
int'*n«;  imal  launching  cf  -re  of  these  missilns. 

New,  the  Fighth  Circuit  Court  cf  Apf^alf  ;n  two 
cases  involving  ‘he  NX  "isiile  hmught  t>  Kestern  ?cl:datlt>. 
and  c»hair,  acamtt  penald  Peagan  ir  his  capacity  as 
Fresident.  the  ?*ate  cf  •''Irtadc  agair-t  Caspe:  Hrinberrrt  as 
l-ect«ta:y  cf  Defense,  wen  up  the  Eighth.  Circuit  f  r tt.e 
Vrited  States  District  Ccurt,  Lircolr,  Nebraska;  and  the 
Ciuhth  Circuit  held  that  it  was  recessaty  that  the 
Envi r vrrent a  1  Inpact  Statement  include  a  study  c'  the 
er.v  rc^rertal  '^j-act  cf  either  an  accidental  c:  an 
jrtenti.-rai  lan.^ch  r!  ‘he  wissile  and  its  arcnepanyinv 
war  hefld . 

Vy  answer  --  vt  Ouesticr  is:  I  rfer't  di«co<.er 

any  t*natrrnt  cf  Ih.a’  m  t  •■e  Pnv  i  r  cement  a  1  Imp.act  Ftateee-t 
-r  :r  y^*.  r  f  r e- e-t a t  •  f  n  here  today. 

LT.  Cni'^SEL  HALSH;  I  weald  like  tc  ast  wajc.t 
Van  Nr^-s  tc  urrwfj  'i.i*  a.estirn. 
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MMOR  VAN  NESS:  Sir,  I  tMnk  That  in  answer 

1 

i 

In  our  situation  regarding  the  EIS  that  is  at  issue 

2 

to  your  question,  the  best  way  to  answtr  it  is  to  Indicate  to 

a 

this  morning,  in  the  1966  DOD  Authorization  Act,  Congress 

3 

you  that  we  read  the  Eighth  Circuit's  decision  somewhat 

3 

clearly  and,  in  our  minds,  unambiguously  limited  the  scope  of 

4 

differently  than  you  have  characterized  it.  In  our  view,  the 

4 

this  EIS  to  discussion  of  the  Environmental  Impact  associated 

5 

Eighth  Circuit  decision  is  a  very  technical,  legal  decision 

5 

with  the  deployment  and  peacetime  operation  of  the  system  at 

6 

dealing  with  a  concept  called  Distitlability;  that  is,  the 

1  ^ 

specifically  selected  sites;  in  this  case,  Nalmsttom  Air 

7 

authority  of  the  courts  to  tender  decisions  in  situations 

7 

Force  Base.  Consequently,  in  our  view,  much  of  the  Eighth 

8 

like  thi:,  where  the  executive  and  the  legislative  branches  of 

8 

Circuit's  decision  is  not  germane  to  our  determination  of  the 

9 

the  government  have  spoken.  It  is  on  that  ground  that  the 

9 

scope  of  this  document. 

10 

case  was  decided,  and  it's  a  very  narrow  ground. 

10 

In  addition,  the  Eighth  Circuit's  decision  if  you 

1 

11 

Let  me  indicate  to  you  how  we  have  read  it,  because 

11 

read  it,  I  think,  carefully,  and  I  invite  you  to  do  so,  not 

12 

that  will  answer  to  you  why  we  have  not  discussed  that  in 

12 

that  you  haven't  already  —  Well,  it's  a  decision  that  has  to 

13 

this  EIS. 

13 

be  read  very  carefully,  I  think,  and  it  is  entirely  possible 

14 

First,  the  Congressional  directive  that  was  at 

14 

that  two  people  can  read  that  decision  and  reach,  1  think. 

15 

issue  in  the  MX  lawsuit.  Friends  of  the  Earth  versus  Reaoan; 

15 

markedly  different  conclusions.  It's  not  a  very 

16 

in  that  Congressional  directive.  Congress  limited  the  scope 

16 

clearly-written  decision. 

17 

of  the  MX  CIS  to  the  deployment  and  peacetime  operation  of 

17 

Our  view  is  that  what  the  Eighth  Circuit  did  in 

18 

the  system.  But  it  did  so  in  a  inann''r  which  could  be 

18 

that  case  was  not  decide  that  our  MX  EIS  was  inadequate; 

19 

considered  ambiguous. 

19 

rather  the  Eighth  Circuit  simply  said  that  the  courts,  in 

20 

Consequently,  the  Eighth  Circuit  in  the  decision 

20 

general,  have  the  authority  to  render  a  i*ecision  with  regard 

21 

you  have  referred  to  determined  that  this  Congressional 

21 

to  the  completeness  of  the  envirohmental  document,  and  they 

22 

limitation  applied  only  to  the  first  21  MX  missiles  that  were 

22 

returned  that  case  to  the  Federal  District  Court  in  Lincoln, 

23 

deployed  and  intimated  that  with  regard  to  the  reminaing  29 

23 

Nebraska,  and  ordered  the  Federal  District  Court  in  Lincoln, 

24 

NX  missiles  that  will  be  deployed  in  southeastern-Wyoremg, 

24 

Nebraska  to  try  the  case. 

2S 

that  the  CIS  should  have  been  broader  in  scope. 

25 

And  it  will  be  the  Federal  District  Court  that 

49 
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determines  whether  our  CIS  for  the  MX  proiect  is,  indeed. 

1 

at  preselected  launch  control  facilities.  They  will  be 

2 

adequate  or  not.  I  don't  believe  the  Eighth  Circuit  in  their 

2 

available  to  respond  in  the  case  of  any  notification  of 

3 

decision  ever  actually  determined  whether  or  not  our  CIS  was 

3  ; 

unauthorised  entry  into  a  launch  facility. 

4 

adequate. 

4 

MR.  MALY:  Then  regarding  the  once-a-year 

5 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Let  me  doublecheck  hein,  but 

5  ; 

maintenance  trips  that  the  launchers  will  make  back  to  the 

6 

1  think  that  exhausted  the  documents  on  which  individuals  had 

6 

base;  there's  no  --  at  least  1  didn't  find  any  —  definition 

7 

indicated  that  they  wished  to  ask  questions  as  opposed  to 

7  ! 

or  description  of  when,  of  the  scheduling  of  these  trips.  My 

8 

making  comments.  If  I've  missed  any  --  and  they  Ci\«e  at  me 

9  i 

supposition  is  that  they  would  be  concentrated  in  the  warmer 

9 

from  several  directions  I  apologize.  Did  anyone  else  wish 

i 

9 

months  of  the  year.  Therefore,  if  there  ate  200  or  250 

10  1 

to  ask  a  question?  You,  sir.  Why  don't  you  come  forward. 

10 

units,  there  would  be  at  least  250  days  out  of  the  year  that 

11 

State  your  name  for  the  record  and  spoil  your  l^st  name. 

11 

one  of  these  would  be  on  the  road;  but  more  likely,  if  I'm 

i 

12 

MR.  STEPHEN  MALY;  Stephen  Maly,  M-a-l-y. 

12 

correct  in  my  assumption,  there  would  be  a  period  of  time  in 

13 

This  goes  back  to  a  previous  question  regarding  the 

13 

the  year  that  more  than  one  would  be  on  the  road.  I  just 

14  1 

t  ranspor  tat  1  on . 

14 

went  some  more  clarification  of  how  you're  going  to  schedule 

15 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Stephen,  I'm.sotiy.  I've 

15 

these  trips. 

16 

got  so  many  piles  here,  I  .see  that  T  fed  out  of  the  wiong 

16 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  At  this  time,  I  do  not 

17 

one .  Co  ahead . 

17 

have  better  information  on  the  scheduling  of  those  trips.. 

1 

18 

MP.  MALY:  Just  a  series  of  short  que.ct  ion.. 

18 

Again,  a  lot  will  be  determined  by  our  experience  as  we  fill 

19 

all  related  to  the  same  topic.  I  have  a  pfot’lem  wi»h  the 

19 

the  prototype  vehicles.  It's  also  possible  that  we  will  1 

1 

2ft 

terminolnqy.  It's  net  «tefined.  Security  respense  foire 

20 

mitigate  such  trips  by  satellites,  maintenance  locations. 

21 

ro'jftanr,  uhirh  I  helieyp  refers,  to  convoyim  the  irar«l  Moln]»  | 

21 

This  war:  an  idea  rals'^d  by  several  communities  that  instead 

22 

I  ai)nct>e  r .  I’m  nr.t  reitain  of  ttiat.  Could  yo»j  tell  nr  whot  ^ 

22 

of  taking  the  vehicles  all  the  way  bark  to  the  main  operating 

21 

that  me.ins?  j 

23 

base  and  burdening  the  read  system,  that  the  use  of  sat^lli'e 

24 

r.T.  (OfoNri.  WAf.SH:  The  murity  r  r  spoor  c 

24 

maintenarre  facilities  might  both  bring  economic  relief  tc 

2^) 

force  are  trams  of  traine^l  individuals  lfi.it  will  he  stationed 

25 

some  cornmunlties  as  well  as  relieve  congestion  on  the  roads. 

51 
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1 

W«  ttill  have  Mny  deciiiona  to  sake  before  the  final 

1 

disconnected  and  rotated  around  in  order  to  provide  such 

2 

Mintenancc  operation,  ot  acenarlo.  la  dctecailned. 

2 

tunning  tiae  to  ensure  its  operability. 

3 

HR.  HALYi  You  may  have  alaoat  answered  thia 

3 

HR.  NALY:  Thank  you. 

* 

question  before.  Vould  X  b«  able  to  paea  a  convoy  on  the 

4 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir.  Jia 

S 

hiqhway.  or  not? 

5 

Senklct? 

6 

LT.  COLONEL  WRLSH:  The  answer  ia  yea,  Ne'te 

6 

HR.  JIK  SENKLCR:  I  have  a  couple  of  questions 

7 

asBuninq,  of  course,  in  aiaklnq  that  answer  that  the  roads 

7 

about  the  aaount  of  aoney  that  are  being  spent  on  the 

e 

would  be  modified  to  perait  that.  There  are  sone  roads,  of 

8 

deployment;  and  1  think  you  mentioned  that  over  a  period  of 

9 

course,  at  this  tine  only  24-feet  wide,  and  we  are  talking 

9 

1990  to  2005  would  be  $990  million  spent  in  Montana:  is  thet 

10 

about  a  14-foot  wide  vehicle,  so  we  would  assune  that  at  a 

10 

correct? 

11 

ainiauB,  the  state  would  want  to  widen  the  roads  to,  say. 

11 

1>T.  COLONEL  WALSH:  That  would  be  the 

12 

30-feet  wide  to  perait  our  vehicle  to  pass  and  to  sccosunodate 

12 

additional  revenues  that  are  being  generated.  Dr.  Hathur, 

13 

the  needs  of  people  of  Hontsna.  So  the  answer  is:  Yes, 

13 

would  you  like  to  comment  on  that? 

14 

passing  would  be  peraitted. 

14 

DR.  HATHUR:  That  is  the  cost.  Yes,  there  is 

15 

HR.  HRLY:  Finally,  I'a  no  aechanic,  but  I'a 

15 

$990  million  of  construction  costs  and  the  cost  of  obtaining 

U 

wondering  how  a  big  diesel-powered  unit  that  only  travels 

16 

the  materials  in  Montana. 

17 

once  a  year  on  the  roads  after  it's  been  deployed  is  going  to 

17 

MR.  SENKLER:  There  was  another  figure 

18 

be  ready  to  dash  out  onto  roads  and  into  the  countryside  on  a 

IB 

aentioned,  a  $63  million  per  year,  and  I  didn't  quite  see 

19 

aoaent's  notice.  Can  you  just  help  me  understand  how  a  big 

19 

where  that  was. 

20 

engine  is  going  to  be  ready  to  roll  if  it  never  drives? 

20 

LT.  COLONEL  MALSH:  The  personnel  that  are 

21 

LT.  COLONEL  MALSH:  Again,  the  entire  scenario 

21 

coming  to  town,  the  3,100  military  personnel  and  their 

22 

has  not  been  fully  developed,  but  the  vehicle  or  the  portion 

22 

dependents,  will  be  spending  money  in  the  local  community 

23 

of  the  vehicle  that  would  have  to  coae  back  to  the  base  once 

23 

either  renting  houses,  buying  groceries,  etc.  Also,  the  base 

24 

per  year  would  be  the  trailer.  It  is  entirely  possible,  and 

24 

contracting  officers  will  be  acquiring  goods  and  services 

25 

aoat  probable,  that  the  tractor  portion  of  the  unit  will  be 

25 

from  the  corporations  located  downtown.  We  expect  on  a 
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1 

yearly  basis  that  will  put  $63  inillion  a  year  into  the 

1 

programs  such  as  Public  Law,  or  was  it  98-115,  Section  801 

2 

economy. 

2 

and  802.  And  what  this  basically  does  for  you  is  allows,  it 

3 

HR,  SCNRLEp:  How  much  will  the  Shortfall  be 

3 

promotes  or  encourages  a  private  entrepreneur  to  build  the 

4 

in  revenues  for  the  local  government? 

4 

houses,  and  then  the  government  leases  the  houses  back  froa 

5 

LT.  COLONEL  NALSH:  The  Shortfalls  will  vary 

5 

them. 

fi 

between,  for  the  City  of  Great  Falls,  we're  looking  at 

6 

What  this  does  tor  you  is  changes  your  tax  base. 

7 

approximately  $100,000  a  year  based  on  a  budget  of  $20 

7 

If  military  family  housing  units  are  built,  they're  not 

8 

million  per  year.  For  the  county,  or  Cascade  County,  we're 

e 

ta..able  by  the  State,  However,  if  the  units  are  built 

9 

looking  at  about  $270,000  a  year  based  on  a  budget  of  $12 

9 

through  8ni  program,  they  are  taxable;  so  we're  adding  to  the 

10 

million  a  year.  For  the  school  district,  we're  looking  at  a 

10 

tax  base  of  the  community,  when  you  add  to  the  tax  base  of 

11 

peak  deficit  of  about  570,  between  540  and  570,  and  a 

11 

the  community,  you  actually  wipe  out  that  deficit  that  we’ve 

12 

continued  shortfall  in  the  operational  years  of  $140,000,  and 

12 

identified  and  actually  create  a  surplus. 

13 

this  will  be  based  upon  a  projected  budget  of  $36  nillion. 

13 

That  would  only  occur  for  Cascade  County  and  for 

14 

Now,  they  are  the  shortfalls  based  upon  building 

„ 

the  City  of  Great  Falls.  But  it  would  cause  other  probieirs 

15 

military  family  housing  units  on  base  and  no  other  mitigative 

15 

for  the  school  district  and  there  are  other  solutions  for 

16 

action  being  taken.  Naturally,  in  identifying  the  shottfall,  | 

16 

that,  too.  That  gives  you  sn  idea  of  the  action  taken  to 

17 

ot  the  impact,  we  can  take  appropriate  mitigative  measures  to  | 

17 

solve  those  problems. 

IB 

make  sure  it  doesn't  occur.  j 

18 

HP.  SENPLFP:  One  other  question.  What 

19 

MR.  fFNKLFR;  Khat  will  those  likely  be?  i 

19 

relationship  does  the  company,  Tetrenjes,  1  believe  -- 

20 

LT.  COLONFL  WALSH:  One  measuie  that  is  • 

20 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  Tetra  Tech. 

21 

available  to  us  is  not  to  build  military  family  housing  units  | 

21 

MR.  SENKLER:  --  Tetra  Tech  have  with  the 

22 

on  base.  It  is  the  current  practice  or  --  to  put  it  another  . 

22 

proposed  building  or  actions  of  research  and  development  they  j 

23 

way  --  Congress,  jn  recent  years,  has  tended  away  from 

23 

have  done  toward  the  Midgetman  at  this  point?  1 

24 

building  military  family  housing  units,  and  rather  htis  tried 

24 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  I'd  like  to  ask  Hsicf  Van  j 

25 

ro  provide  housing  for  the  military  through  other  federal 

55 
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Hess  to  answer  that  question.  : 

56 

E-256 


EV2-1/131 _  o|eV2-1/131 


document  130 

1 

MAJOR  VAN  NESS:  I'ffl  going  to  answer  you 

2 

fairly  completely  because  there  have  been  aiticlea  in  the 

3 

paper  over  the  last  few  weeks  dealing  with  a  potential 

4 

conflict  of  interest  that  exists  between  Tetra  Tech,  the 

5 

contractor  we  have  hired  to  assist  uS  in  the  preparation  of 

6 

the  environmental  document,  and  assertion  that  their  patent 

7 

company.  Honeywell,  has  other  interests  in  the  Small  ICBN 

8 

project.  If  you'll  permit  me.  I'll  answer  you  telatrvely 

9 

completely. 

10 

In  1986,  Tetra  Tech,  the  company  that  we  have  hired 

11 

to  assist  us  in  the  preparation  of  the  environmental 

12 

document,  make  up  one  of  four  divisions  under  Honeywell's 

13 

Marine  Systems  Group.  During  part  of  1986.  a  separate 

14 

division  of  that  same  Narine  Systems  Group,  the  Space  and 

15 

Strategic  Avionics  Division,  was  one  of  three  contractors 

16 

under  contract  to  the  Air  Force  to  do  concept  development 

17 

work  on  the  use  of  ring  laser  gyrotechnology  for  missile 

18 

navigation  purposes. 

19 

We  were  concerned  enough  when  we  saw  those  two 

20 

separate  divisions  of  the  company  involved  to  take  a  good 

21 

look  at  whether  there  was  any  potential  conflict  of  interest 

22 

involving  our  contractor.  We  did  that  in  1966.  We  have 

23 

concluded  that  there  is  no  disqualifying  conflict  of  interest 

24 

for  a  variety  of  reasons. 

25 

First,  the  ring  laser  gyro  concept  development  work 

*^7 
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and  analysis  of  some  of  the  enviconmental  data  that  we've  had 
them  acqulce  fot  us.  The  Air  Force  has  independently 
evaluated  all  of  the  docureentation  in  both  the  LEIS  and  the 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement,  using  our  own  resource 
specialists  who  work  for  Colonel  Walsh.  We  take  full  and 
complete  responsibility  for  the  scope  and  the  content  of  the 
document.  It  is.  indeed,  an  Air  Force  document. 

Finally,  for  the  record,  for  those  of  you  who  are 
aware  of  the  regulatory  requirement  from  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  Regulations,  we  did  have  Tetra  Tech 
prepare  disclosure  statements,  the  first  on  August  S.  1986, 
involving  the  Legislative  Environmental  Impact  Statement,  and 
the  second  on  July  2nd  of  this  year.  1987.  involving  the 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  where  they,  at  our 
behest,  detailed  for  us  all  of  the  potential  conflicts  that 
may  have  existed  in  this  case. 

So.  in  short,  we  took  a  good,  hard  look.  We 
concluded  that  there  was  no  disqualifying  conflict  of 
interest,  nothing  that  would  keep  them  from  taking  an 
independent  look  at  the  environmental  conscquencps.  we’ve 
been  satified  with  their  work  on  our  hehalf. 

COLONEL  BRIFTOL;  D.  D.  Dowden,  D-o-w-d-e-n? 

Is  Wr.  Dowden  here?  Or  it  could  be  Ns.  Oowden.  Janice  v.-^n 
Piper? 

MS.  .lAHICE  S.  VAN  RIPER;  I  have  a  coupie 


is  and  was  in  no  way  dependent  upon  the  decision  to  ever 
deploy  the  Small  ICBM  misailc.  In  fact,  the  three  contracts 
that  existed  in  1986  to  do  that  concept  development  work 
expired  prior  to  completion  of  the  Legislative  Environmental 
Impact  Statement,  and  prior  to  even  beginning  work  on  the 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  that  we're  talking  about 
this  morning. 

Secondly,  in  1966,  in  the  Call  —  that  is,  October 
1986  --  Honeywell,  as  a  company,  was  eliminated  altogether 
from  any  additional  work  on  the  Small  ICBR  navigation  system. 
Again,  this  was  before  the  LEIS.  the  Legislative 
Environmental  Impact  Statement,  was  complete,  and  before  work 
on  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  had  begun. 

Thirdly,  prior  to  1986.  Tetra  Tech  was  a  separate 
division  of  Honeywell,  and  had  complete  authority  over  ita 
own  day-to-day  business  and  activities.  No  one  in  the  Narine 
Systems  Group,  let  alone  the  Strategic  Avionics  Division, 
reviewed  any  portion  of  their  work  product,  or  had  anything 
to  do  with  the  work  Tetra  Tech  did  for  us  in  the  preparation 
of  either  the  Legislative  Environmental  Impact  StatMtent  or 
this  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

Finally,  and.  I  think,  mostly  importantly,  and  1 
really  would  like  to  emphasixe  this  to  you:  This  is  an  Air 
Force  document  that  we're  dealing  with  today.  Wc  hired  Tetra 
Tech  only  to  provide  technical  assistance  in  the  accumulation 
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follow-up  questions  to  the  remarks  and  questions  made  by 
Nr.  Frank  Horrison.  The  first  one  would  be.  I  guess, 
directed  to  Najot  van  Ness.  Did  I  understand  you  to  say  that 
your  position  is  that  the  scope  of  this  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  was  specifically  and  unambiguously  limited  —  and  I 
suppose  it  would  be  the  enabling  legislation? 

NAJOR  VAN  NESS;  In  the  1966  Defense 
Authorization  Bill,  we  believe  that  Congress  clearly  directed 
us  to  limit  the  scope  of  this  EZS  to  the  peacetime  deployment 
and  operation  of  the  system. 

NS.  VAN  RIPER;  Ny  next  question.  I  have  to 
admit,  may  be  an  unfair  question,  but  I  want  to  ask  it  anyway 
if  anyone  has  any  comments  on  it;  and  that's  —  I'm  fairly 
new  to  the  process,  and  I  was  surprised  to  see  that  the  scope 
of  the  ElS  here  was  so  limited,  and  that's  because  as  a 
person  who  is  just  a  concerned  citizen,  one  of  my  biggest 
concerns  has  to  do  with  potential  deployment,  and  then  also 
Che  increased  risk  of  attack  associated  with  it.  Again,  I 
was  surprised  to  see  there  was  no  statement  regarding  that 
and  no  analysis  regarding  the  potential  impact  there. 

Hy  question  is:  Why  would  Congress  limit  the  EIS 
to  just  the  peacetime  deployment  and  not  allow  analysis  and 
comments  nn  the  other? 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  There  are  several  ways  in 
which  to  answe:  your  question.  Taking  the  first  one  is  that 
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1 

to  onalys*  «ny  Soviet  attack  uiM>n  this  country  would  be 

2 

public  cowmnt  period.  It  is  s  qusrtsr-'to^elsvsn.  Z  don’t 

2 

entirely  «p«culative  on  our  part.  It  would  be  an  action 

2 

want  to  Laks  away  too  such  tlM  (com  tha  opportunity  of  you 

3 

taken  by  a  foreign  power,  ifa  would  have  io  speculate  how 

3 

to  Mka  coasMHta.  Bow  many  ■oca  do  I  bava  that  would  like  to 

4 

that  attack  night  occur,  and  it  would  —  The  button  line. 

4 

ask  quastlons?  A  total  of  1,  2,  3,  4.  Sir,  why  don’t  you 

5 

hastcally,  would  be  that  it  would  be  terribly  devastating  to 

5 

co»a  down  first.  Would  you  juat  atata  your  na»a? 

6 

the  countryside. 

6 

NR.  ION  NADDOXi  I  just  want  to  ask  for  a 

7 

But  the  most  inportant  thing  to  recall  here  is  that 

7 

repast  of  a  citation. 

e 

because  of  the  deployment  of  this  particular  system,  we  would 

I 

COLOMtL  BRIBTOLt  Okay.  Co  ahaad. 

9 

not  eapecl  such  an  attack  to  occur  in  the  first  place;  and 

9 

MR.  NADDOXt  What  is  tha  citation,  please,  on 

10 

that  is  the  belief  of  Congtess  In  proposing  this  system,  to 

10 

the  source  of  reference  for  private  houslrtg  with  Air  Force 

11 

add  to  deterrence.  In  this  particular  system,  which  ir. 

11 

backup? 

12 

eatremely  mobile,  and  by  being  mobile,  we  can  thwart  the 

12 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSHi  That  would  be  Public  Law 

13 

effectiveness  or  efficiency  of  any  Soviet  attack;  we  can 

13 

RB-^llS,  Sactlon  801  and  802. 

14 

assure  and  demonstrate  to  the  Soviet  Union  that  should  they 

14 

COLMIEL  BRISTOL;  And  sir,  what  was  your  name. 

15 

try  to  attack,  that  a  good  portion  of  these  resources  would 

IS 

just  for  the  racord? 

16 

survive  and  would  poeseaa  aufficient  retaliatory  power  to 

16 

TOM  NAOOOX:  To*  Maddox.  N-a-d-d-o-x. 

17 

inflict  unacceptable  damage  on  the  Soviet  Union. 

17 

COLONEL  BRISTOL?  Thank  you,  air.  Would  you 

18 

Knowing  that,  the  Soviet  Union  would  not  attack  in 

IB 

just  cone  down,  thoae  of  you  that  would  lika  to  ask 

19 

the  first  place;  and,  therefore,  we  would  have  achieved 

19 

questions,  and  we  can  get  you  in  a  cow.  I  think  we  had  three 

20 

deterrence.  So  for  those  two  reasons,  Congresr.  would  elect. 

20 

othtra.  Tea,  alt.  Would  you  start  with  your  naaie.  please. 

21 

not  to  include  the  wartime  impacts  in  this  particular  CIS. 

21 

and  spall  your  last  na»a7 

22 

MS.  VAN  RIPER?  Thank  you. 

22 

NR.  JOE  NIMNAN:  Joe  Rewiaan,  N-c>w>»-a-n.  The 

23 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  ma'am.  I’m  now 

23 

ratlonsle  behind  the  HldgetXMn  is  that  it’e  mobile,  right? 

24 

going  to  move,  unless  there  are  any  other  questions  that 

24 

That’s  where  the  increased  deterrence  is,  right? 

25 

anyone  would  like  to  pose,  I'm  prepared  to  move  into  the 

25 

LT.  COLONEL  NALSH:  That's  correct. 

61 
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MR.  NEMMANi  Then  why  is  It  that  some  of  the 

1 

M-a-g-l-e-y.  As  we  all  know,  in  peacetime,  accidents  happen. 

2 

ICBMo  that  are  already  in  place  aren't  being  removed  so  that 

2 

He  all  pay  car  insurance,  why  is  it  that  you  do  not  address 

3 

we  can  utilise  that  space  for  the  sites? 

3 

peacetime  accidents? 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  Could  you  explain  your 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH?  Peacetime  accidents  have 

4 

5 

included  in  this  CIS  in  the  safety  section.  We  have 

5 

question,  please? 

MR,  NEWMAN:  Yeah,  we've  got  how  many  warheads 

6 

hypothesixed  ihe  worst  possible  scenario  that  could  occur  and 

6 

7 

does  the  United  states  have  now?  Fifty  thousand,  do  you 

analyzed  the  environmental  consequences  of  such  an  accident. 

7 

think?  We  have  about  50,000  warheads  now,  don't  we?  So  if 

R 

ns.  MAGLCY?  1  failed  to  hear  that  this 

e 

morning. 

9 

we've  got  incieared  deterrence  from  the  Mldgelmar,  can't  we 

afford  to  remove  some  of  the  ICBMs  in  Montana  and  use  those 

10 

COLONEL  BRISTOL?  Re  said  it  war  in  the  Draft  | 

10 

11 

Envi  ropm»*nlal  Impact  Statement. 

11 

ai tea? 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Colonel  Walsh? 

12 

MS.  MAr.i.FY:  1  ju?t  didn't  hear  it  this 

12 

13 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  I  liave  to  consider  your 

question  from  two  pei  spect  i  ves .  The  first  one  is  we  h.ive 

n 

14 

morning. 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  I  might  add  that  • 'e 

14 

15 

those  particular  systems  on  duty  right  now.  The  Scoweroft 
C-^mmission,  when  they  recommemled  the  Small  JCDH,  was  Jookjn-; 

15 

16 

briefing,  of  necesclty,  didn't  cover  all  of  the  content  of 

the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement.  It  wan  a  seiien  of 

16 

for  deterrence  that  would  take  us  into  the  2lrt,  or  22nd 

17 

highlights  from  it.  You  should,  by  all  means,  if  you  haven't 

17 

Centuiy.  And  that’s  what  we're  building  towaidi.  It  is 

19 

done  so  already,  take  the  opportunity  to,  number  one,  get  a 

18 

19 

entirely  likely  that  between  now  and  the  rlait  of  the  2l:.t 

copy  of  the  draft;  aru  nux>ber  two,  become  famlliac  with  » i  r 

19 

Century,  r.ome  of  the  systemn  presently  on  alert  will  be 

20 

contents.  Did  anyone  else  have  a  question  before  we  go  into 

20 

dlBar.6emt>lert.  However,  it  has  not  t>ern  proposej  .’.t  this 

21 

the  public  commentr? 

21 

22 

MR.  KELLY  HENCZ:  1  have  a  quest  i  or  f  t-n --vp.) 

particular  time;  so,  therefore,  it  is  not  included  in  tli*: 

22 

23 

J>y  a  comment. 

23 

EIS. 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir.  Ver,  ma’am. 

24 

COLONEL  BRlfTOLi  Why  don't  we  do  it  --  U  you 

24 

MS.  BEVERLY  HAGLEY:  Beverly  Magley, 

arc  on  the  list  of  comments,  why  don't  we  just  do  it  when  wr 

25 
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1 

9et  to  your  portion  of  the  comnents. 

1 

As  an  example,  I  would  like  to  use  the  hospital  in 

2 

MR.  HRNC2:  AH  right. 

2 

Conrad.  They've  got  now  kind  of  a  big  albattoss.  The 

3 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Rethleen  Guehletorff?  AH 

3 

coHiunlty  can't  pay  for  it,  and  when  the  services  were  cut 

4 

of  these  that  1  have,  with  just  a  couple  of  exceptlone. 

4 

back,  and  I  mean,  they're  left  with  this  big  building  they 

5 

indicate  in  the  private  citisen  capacity.  I'll  indicate  if 

5 

still  have  to  heat  and  take  care  of  and  all  of  these  jobs 

C 

that  is  otherwise.  So  we'll  be  talking  about  a  thrcc-Binute 

6 

that  were  supposed  to  fill  it.  They're  having  a  little  bit 

7 

tine  frave.  Thank  you. 

7 

of  trouble  with  that.  I  would  like  to  see  more  study  done 

e 

MS.  KATHLEEN  GUENLSTORFP:  Thank  you  very 

6 

when  the  system  is,  by  treaty  or  whatever  the  reason,  when 

9 

much.  Hello,  again.  1  have  a  few  questions,  but  mostly  just 

9 

the  system  is  pulled  out,  who's  going  to  pay  for  these 

10 

comments.  I  have  looked  over  the  DEIS,  and  it's  very 

10 

increased  social  services  and  so  on. 

11 

weighty.  I'm  interested  in  some  problems  that  I  still  have 

11 

Last,  it's  still,  at  best,  1  think  that  the  system 

12 

with  labor  stating  that  80  percent  of  the  jobs,  or  something 

12 

Is  —  St  best,  it's  humorous.  I  sort  of  envision  this  large 

13 

like  that,  bai.ed  on  the  Cheyenne  NX  studies,  are  going  to  be 

13 

refugee  of  a  Tonka  Toy  Factory  screaming  around  the  barren 

14 

out-of-state  jobs.  I  don't  feel  that  that  has  been  addressed 

14 

wastes  in  the  middle  of  winter  on  alert.  It's  kind  of 

IS 

very  well.  I'm  not  comfortable  with  that;  and  I  would 

15 

humorous  to  me;  and  at  worst,  I  think,  further  deployment  of 

16 

appreciate  either  some  comment  on  it.  I  don't  think  these 

16 

nuclear  weapons  is  evil.  Thanh  you. 

17 

are  going  to  be  jobs  for  Montana  citizens. 

17 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  Sir,  may  I  answer  some  of 

16 

I'm  still  concerned.  1  don't  think  that  it  was 

18 

those  questions? 

19 

addressed  very  well  in  the  impact  on  the  communities.  If 

19 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Yes,  briefly. 

20 

public  services  ace  increased,  and  then  the  system  is  taken 

20 

LT.  COLONEL  NALSBi  First  of  all,  your 

21 

away,  who  is  going  to  pay  for  that?  I  still  think  there's 

21 

question  in  respect  to  the  labor  force;  the  determination  of 

22 

going  to  be  a  boom/bust  problem,  and  1  don't  feel  it  was 

22 

labor  was  made  on  the  analysis  of  Great  Falls  and  not  based 

23 

addressed  very  well  in  the  EIS.  I'd  like  to  see  some  further 

23 

upon  any  previous  numbers  from  Cheyenne.  Me  used  Cheyenne  as 

24 

study  on  that  maybe  for  a  final,  or  some  comments  from  you 

24 

an  example  of  what  we  could  do  when  we  came  to  Great  Falls, 

2S 

now. 

25 

but  the  numbers  that  we  represented  for  Great  Palls  was  based 
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1 

upon,  first  of  all,  our  analysis  of  the  available  labor  in 

1 

find  that  I  --  I  feel  like  I  would  feel  better  talking. 

2 

Great  Palls  and,  of  course,  our  needs;  and  we  found  that  over 

2 

I'm  a  pediatrician.  I  have  been  in  practice  since 

3 

80  percent  of  the  jobs  that  were  created  in  the  construction 

3 

1944.  I  have  become  increasingly  concerned  about  the 

4 

industry,  and  in  the  indirect  industries,  could  be  satisfied 

4 

psychological  effects  on  children  living  in  this  nuclear  age; 

5 

from  the  local  market.  There  is  no  guarantee  it  would  be 

5 

and,  i.heiefore,  have  become  active  in  Physicians  fer  Social 

6 

satisfied,  but  it  could  be. 

6 

Pesponcibi 3 ity.  1  am  the  contact  person  for  that  group  in 

7 

The  other  issue  that  you  raised  was  the:  what 

7 

the  Helena  area.  As  I  sat  here  this  morning  with  my  little 

8 

happens  if  the  system  goes  away?  Again,  this  is  a  concern 

8 

statemrrit.  I  became  increasingly  appalled  at  the  fact  that  we 

9 

that  was  raised  not  only  here,  but  in  many  of  the  other 

9 

have  all  this  tin**,  talent,  and  money  going  into  conrideiing 

13 

communities  often  siting  similst  esamples.  In  this 

10 

little,  bitty  things  without  even  thinking  of  the  fate  of  the 

11 

particular  case,  if  —  if  through  negotiations  of  the  arms 

n 

1 lanet  earth. 

12 

limitations  talks,  a  decision  was  made  not  to  deploy  the 

12 

He  have  a  draft  EIS  which  is  that  fat  ( i ndicat i rg) , 

13 

Small  ICBM  when  we're  halfway  through  the  construction  phase. 

13 

and  nowhere  along  theie  can  I  see  whc-ie  arylody  is  concerned 

14 

then  in  all  probability,  the  Air  Force  would  have  to  assess 

14 

about  it-e  i-urvival  of  out  planet.  That's  why  1't  talking 

15 

what  the  environmental  consequences  was  of  such  a  derision. 

15 

row.  I'll  lead  t  fie  veiy  short  statement  tiiat  we,  with  PSP, 

16 

Not  that  it  would  change  the  decision,  but  it  would  allow  us 

1* 

decided  to  r-end. 

17 

to  make  appropriate  mitigations  to  minimize  the  impacts  upon 

17 

"In  tereml.tarrp  of  Hiroshim.*  cn  /i-ni'Si  $tfi,  church 

18 

the  communities  from  rViat  decision.  Thank  you. 

le 

toll  c>.«iy  two  lecondr .  Thin  is  to  remind  people  that 

19 

COLONEL  BRISTOL;  Belle  Richards.  This  is  a 

19 

every  tvf  .1  efild  dies  of  malnutrition  or 

20 

representational  situation:  Physicians  for  Social 

20 

ireventatle  i31nf;r  while  the  world  rjends  $50,000  m 

21 

Responsibility.  So,  Belle,  you  have  five  minutes;  and  Good 

21 

.1 1  na*'*  r*  .  Ar.  1  or-j  or  there  ,i  r  e  I'enjlf  in  our  worfl  wt  c  are 

22 

Morning. 

22 

r»i  rred  -.f  food,  rlrtf  ino,  'helt«-t,  and  health  rate,  punic:- 

23 

DR.  PFl.rd  PlcnABn.S:  Good  morning.  Belle 

21 

eiirt  n<t  J  ••  •^ivritpd  •  f>  uriiocr  r ;  a  ty  orrarint.  Tf '• 

24 

Richards,  R- i-c-h-a- t-d-s.  1  hadn't  planned  on  saying 

24 

hie*,"  wlm-t  ir  -nr  of  tfi  r,  "  .h.<  wr  .j  *aph ;  co  1 y  that  wc 

25 

anything.  I  have  a  statement  I  was  going  to  turn  in,  but  I 

67 

2-^ 

.Tln.irJy  I -ive  ?•<  i  r  tf.r  ini'igt  w«'a{onr  tr  kill  .ff  U*  <rtiio 

AP 

_ 

•V,. 

> 

U3 

ea 

> 

u 

E-259 


EV2-I/131  glEV2-l/131 


DOCUMENT  130 


DOCUMENT  130 
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world.  Cancolling  efforts  to  build  Midgetman  would  be  a  step 

1 

1 

i 

gcanddeughter  c«at  to  dinner,  che'e  so  tiny  she  set  on  it  to 

2 

in  the  right  direction." 

2 

e-3t  her  epeghetti.  I  Chink  I  have  Che  only  copy  with 

3 

COLONEL  BKISTOL:  Thank  you.  Jc.inne  Naynaid? 

3 

•paghett i  sauce  on  Che  cover.  was  relieved  when  I  found 

4 

It's  been  iry  practice,  and  I  didn't  mention  it  earlier,  but  1 

4 

ouc  1  would  only  have  to  read  Che  part  about  safety  mainly. 

S 

should  mention  it  now,  that  regardless  from  which  peccpectivo 

5 

becausa  that's  what  I  talked  about  the  last  time  l  war  here. 

( 

a  speaker  addresses  the  proposal,  I'm  going  tc  ack  that  there 

6 

The  subyect  of  safety  considerations  see  in  the 

7 

be  no  manifestaticns  cf  agreement  or  disagreement  or  hoots  oi 

7 

book  in  Section  5,  and  I  would  hope  that  the  woman  that  asked 

8 

hollers  or  applause.  It  simply  takes  up  the  total  amount  of 

8 

about  that  would  look  at  those.  It's  called  "The  System 

9 

time  that  we  have  [or  the  making  of  statements. 

9 

Safety  Program."  "Huclear  Safety,  Explosive  Safety, 

10 

HS.  JOANNE  MAYNARD:  I'm  Joanne  Maynard.  I'm 

10 

Personnel  Training  and  Certificates,  Personnel  Reliability 

11 

a  member  of  the  Episcopal  Church's  Standing  Comnic-sion  on 

11 

Program,  Mishap  Probabilities,"  those  things  are  addiesced- 

12 

reace,  but  I'm  not  really  speaking  for  them,  only  for  mycelf. 

12 

"Emergency  Operations,  Air  Force  Contingency  plans,  Fotential 

13 

I  was  Interested  tliis  morning  when  you  talked  about  your 

13 

Hazard  System."  They  figure  out  the  probebilities  of  these 

14 

concern  for  the  religious  beliefs  of  Native  A*erican^  as  you 

14 

accidents  happening.  A  motor  vehicle  —  that  was  addressee' 

15 

may  be  digging  up  some  of  their  sites,  burial  cites;  and  this 

IS 

in  the  Colonel's  talk,  Lt.  Colonel's  talk,  whether  a  truck 

16 

whole  thing  and  the  whole  armament  thing  violates  the 

16 

might  crash  into  it,  if  it  would  be  a  hard  enough  of  a  crash 

17 

religious  beliefs  of  myself  and  a  lot  of  Christians.  There 

17 

for  a  fire. 

18 

was  concern,  you  said,  about  disturbing  the  spirits  'f  people 

18 

There's  a  probability  about  an  aircraft  colliding 

19 

who  are  buried  in  these  Native  American  sites.  This  whole 

19 

with  the  Hard  Mobile  Launcher,  and  then  if  a  big  enough 

20 

thing  disturbs  ny  spirit,  even  though  l‘m  not  dei-d  yet. 

20 

aircraft  would  crash  into  it.  None  of  these  sie  figured  to 

21 

When  I  first  got  ny  copy  of  the  big  Impact 

21 

be  very  probable.  So  I  wonder  why  --  why  when  I'm  reading 

22 

Statement,  1  thought  it  was  the  Tenney’s  catalog,  and  then  1 

22 

this  don’t  I  feel  at  ease  about  the  whole  thing.  The  book 

23 

saw  what  it  was  and  I  wan  dlcmayed.  t  thought,  *l  re-ny 

23 

also  calks  about  the  cleanup  activities  they  would  do  if  one 

24 

should  read  this  because  1  really  am  concerned." 

24 

of  these  improbable  probabil it ies  might  bappen.  One 

25 

The  first  thing  1  used  it  for  was  when  ny 

25 

paragraph  concerned  ‘tucleat  material.  It  said,  'Surface 
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contamination  could  require  the  removal  of  up  to  5,000  cubic 

1 

know  they  figuie  this  frol^ably  won't  hapi<eti.  X  can  see  that 

2 

meters  of  soil  in  the  vicinity  of  the  mishap." 

7 

the  people  who  dirt  this  research  went  a  lot  of  wetk  and 

3 

I  can't  picture  how  much  that  if,  but  I  wonder. 

3 

they  assure  us  that  the  probability  of  an  accident  is  slight. 

4 

where?  Removal  to  where?  where  are  they  going  to  tike  it. 

4 

Somehow  that  doesn't  make  me  feel  any  better. 

5 

and  who  U  gc-ing  to  take  it?  I  suppos* 

5 

Then  the  other  day,  ry  boss  got  a  copy  of  this 

6 

Force  {wrsonnel,  and  I  didn’t  like  to  think  about  that.  I 

6 

paper  called  NUCLEUS.  It's  put  out  by  the  Union  of  Concerned 

7 

didn't  like  to  think  about  anybody,  any  human  being,  having 

7 

Scientists.  I  war.  taking  it  upstairs  to  put  it  on  his  desk. 

8 

to  do  that.  It  sounded  pretty  dangerous. 

e 

He’s  sway  at  a  youth  convention;  and  an  I  pit  it  down,  I  saw 

9 

Computerr  were  used  to  figure  out  the  different 

9 

this  paragraph  and  it  really  summed  up  for  R-e  why  I  didn’t 

10 

things  that  could  happen,  and  the  results  for  watei,  coil. 

10 

feel  good  even  after  I  read  about  the  safety  and  the 

11 

plants,  animals  and  humanr..  Undor  •Incidnntr  Invclvlmj  Enl  id 

11 

inpiobahi  1  i  ty  and  all  that.  They’re  not  talkiP'j  about  -- 

12 

Propellants,  Human  Health  Defectr,"  it  sayn,  Tbould  the 

12 

’ohey  do  have  an  article  in  here  about  MX  misKiles  going 

13 

miehap  ccincicle  wjt.h  outdoor  liuman  activity,"  ;  yu’rr 

13 

around  on  train  tracks.  That  was  interesting.  Tt  .''ourded 

14 

picturing  somebody  having  a  jiicnic  or  maybe  a  faimn  out  in 

14 

maybe  even  wnr.ee  than  this. 

15 

his  field,  "persons  exposed  to  the  patliculatr  could  cxi»ecl 

15 

Put  they’re  talking  about  the  Stark;  and  they  san', 

16 

health  defcrlr,  the  nevaiity  ot  which  would  depend  on  ihe 

16 

"Like  the  Challenger  and  Chernobyl  accidents,  the  fate  of  the 

17 

particulate  concentration,  the  length  of  exposure  trne,  and 

17 

U.S.S.  Staik,  the  accidental  victim  of  an  Iraqi  mifsile 

Ifl 

Other  factors." 

18 

attach  in  the  Persian  Cult  killing  37  crew  membetr,  has  again 

19 

Under  "Infidents  Involving  Liqi>  d  P,  npcl  1  ant  ;  "On 

19 

dramatized  the  perils  of  relying  on  very  cumpOe* 

20 

phort  exposures,  the  syeteric  effects  involve  the  central 

2C 

technicalogicnl  systems  whose  failure  can  mean  dirastet." 

21 

reevour  ry'ten.  Per.uUant  Kymi'tome  include  tiemoir..  There 

21 

Thank  you 

22 

ate  alro  ^cvefe  local  burnr-  and  dermatitis,  roi-vnl  riorr,  -Td 

22 

CDIOKFL  PPISTOL:  Thank  you,  ra’am.  T.  A. 

23 

deal h.  " 

23 

Stcinlin.y?  Goml  MolPing. 

24 

I  think  if  lh:-‘  were  written  in  .>  nt.te  lufv-n  fit 

24 

I'R.  D.  A.  STERNBERG:  Th.Tt't 

25 

of  way,  I  *Mnk  it  wntild  bn  even  morn  horriMn  r-onndin.i.  1 

25 

S't -e '  ( -n-b' e- [ -q .  I  juct  wattt  to  ti.nnk  ycu  fot  t  tm  (lari* 
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to  conte  in  and  cxprasE  my  opinions  on  this  system  this 

1 

destruction  that  is  inherent  in  these  systeae  lemoves  it  from 

2 

morniiii).  1  9u*8C  what  disturbs  •«  the  most  about  the  system 

2 

any  practicality.  Thank  you. 

3 

and  the  way  it's  being  presented  is  that  those  opinions  also 

3 

COLOITL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you  air.  Rebecca 

4 

eipressed  by  Hr.  Horrison  this  mornlng«  and  the  fact  that  the 

4 

Dodge? 

S 

Ait  force  and  the  Congress  have  taken  an  out*  if  you  will,  on 

5 

MS.  PBBFCCA  DODGE:  My  name  is  Rebecca  Dodge, 

6 

a  technicality  of  failing  to  address  the  impacts, 

6 

and  I  don't  have  any  statistics  to  quote  and  l  don't  have  any 

7 

environmental  impacts,  of  the  actual  use  of  nuclear  missiles. 

.  7 

organisation  behind  me  besides  the  public.  I  am  a  private 

8 

There  are,  unquestionably,  environmental  impacts 

8 

citlren.  I  thank  you  for  this  opportunity  to  let  my  views  be 

9 

inherent  in  building  such  a  systemi  and  if  it  were  to  be 

9 

known.  I  would  rather  be  out  boating  with  my  family  today, 

10 

actually  used,  I  think  that  Congress  and  the  Air  Force  and 

10 

but  instead  I'm  called  to  be  here. 

11 

everyone  in  here  would  agree  that  environmental  impacts  woiOd 

11 

It  is  very  hard  for  me  to  understand  this  whole 

12 

be  profound,  and  I  would  just  like  to  go  on  record  as  saying 

12 

scenario.  1  love  my  State.  I  love  my  neighbors,  even  those 

13 

that  I  would  be  opposed  to  the  building  and  the  u:e  of  such  a 

13 

who  disagree  with  me.  I  have  a  14-yeat-old  daughter  and  a 

14 

syrtem;  and  I  guess  that  1  feel  that  by  not  including  those 

14 

7'>year*'Old  son,  and  I  look  forward  to  my  children  enjoying 

15 

findings  in  a  draft  or  final  statement,  it  adds  a  flaw  to  an 

15 

this  State  the  same  way  I  do.  I  teach  25  second  graders  in 

1< 

Environmental  Impact  Statement  which  really  removes  it  from 

16 

Bast  Selena,  and  I  have  such  a  feeling  of  optimism  when  I 

17 

credibility. 

17 

teach  these  children,  it  is  so  dreary  for  me  to  have  to  come 

18 

Hy  second  is  one  that  I  would  like  to  propose,  that 

18 

here  and  think  about  this  in  our  state  filled  with  missiles. 

19 

nuclear  weapons,  as  a  whole,  ate  obsolete.  I  base  this  or 

19 

No  matter  how  siany  jobs  it  creates,  1  still  don't 

20 

historical  fact  in  that  through  the  ages,  various  weapons 

20 

see  the  purpose.  I  would  like  to  have  some  of  your  money  for 

21 

cystems  have  become  obsolete,  from  the  bow  and  arrow,  and  the 

21 

my  clasfvroom.  Hy  plea  is  to  be  heard  as  a  private  citizen. 

22 

crossbow,  right  on  up;  and  I'm  no  military  genius,  but  I 

22 

I  ask  you  to  keep  these  missiles  out  of  my  State.  I  don't 

23 

believe  that  a  system  which  a  weapon  which  if  used,  wou'd  not 

23 

feel  safer  with  thee.  On  the  contrary,  it  scares  me  beyond 

24 

only  destroy  tho  "enemy,*  but  also  ourselves,  removee  it  from 

24 

belief.  No  matter  how  colorful  your  illustrations,  and  no 

25 

any  use.  And  I  wish  that  we  could  all  see  that  the  kind  of 

25 

Mtiei  how  technical  your  EIS,  1  know  in  my  heart  this  isn't 
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1 

— 

good  for  ;iy  State  or  my  World. 

1 

Montana  for  further  study  on  this. 

2 

Plear.':  consider  my  view  as  that  of  a  private 

2 

Let’s  stop  here  for  a  minute  and  remember  one  real 

3 

citizen,  t  al:o  believe  that  I  speak  for  those  who  are  too 

3 

important  fact  that  haan’t  been  mentioned;  that  this  81 

4 

young  to  speak  for  themselves;  and  thank  you  for  listening. 

4 

billion  they'll  spend  and  $63  million  that  will  go  into  the 

5 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Kelly  ~~  is  it 

5 

private  sector,  and  the  $200,000  that  was  given  to  our  State 

6 

Henez? 

6 

all  comes  from  the  same  place,  or  gets  billed  to  the  same 

7 

iP.  KELLY  HENCZ:  Nenez. 

7 

people,  and  that's  the  Aaierican  taxpayer. 

8 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  I  was  going  to  say  l.einz. 

8 

I'd  like  to  say  that  it  might  look  like  this  would 

9 

but  the  lette-  are  in  the  wrong  order.  Go  ahead.  Good 

9 

benefit  Montana  in  the  beginning;  but  in  the  end,  we  as 

10 

Horning.  Is  ♦  at  H-e-n-i-z? 

10 

taxpayers  would  be  left  paying  the  total  bill.  He'd  have 

11 

*IR.  HENCZ:  Well,  for  the  Air  Force  records. 

11 

mote  military  in  our  State  drawing  their  money  from  us,  the 

12 

It's  S-m-i-t-h 

12 

taxpayers. 

13 

'OLONEL  BRISTOL:  He'll  call  you  anything  you 

13 

So  last  but  not  least,  in  all  your  dcclsiont  that 

14 

like. 

14 

you've  made  and  will  make  on  this  subject,  how  cow*  no  common 

15 

"R.  HENCZ:  Hy  name  is  Kelly  Henez.  I 

15 

sense  has  been  used?  And  by  this,  I’m  referring  to  the 

16 

represent  mysel.,  my  family,  and  any  American  who  belt'.is  in 

16 

simple  fact  that  the  United  States  already  has  enough  nuclear 

17 

good  old  common  sense.  I'd  like  to  say  that  here  today  the 

17 

power  to  destroy  the  world  some  three  to  four  times  over. 

18 

Air  Force  or  the  Government  or  whoever,  you  make  all  this 

18 

Hhy  do  we  need  more?  That's  ay  question.  Hhen  is  enough 

19 

sound  pretty  good.  You  tell  us  that  some  3,100  people  will 

19 

enough?  Thank  ycu;  and  one  other  thing  I'd  like  put  on  your 

20 

be  added  to  Halmstrom's  population.  You  say  roads  and 

20 

record  is:  Cod  Bless  the  Republic  of  America. 

21 

bridges  will  he  upgraded;  and  overall,  you're  going  to  spend 

21 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  I'll  join  in 

22 

a  billion  dollars,  and  S63  mi, lion  will  go  to  the  private 

22 

that.  Mr.  —  or  perhaps  Mrs.  A.  M.  Moylan,  M-o-y-l-a-n? 

21 

sector.  Houfing  will  boom,  unemployment  will  go  down,  we'll 

23 

MR.  HENCZ:  There  was  a  question  there  at  the 

24 

have  to  build-up  new  buildings  on  the  base  and  more  houfino. 

24 

end:  Hhen  is  enough  enough?  How  come  you  haven't  used  any 

25 

t  heard  a  figure  of  $200,000  mentioned  that  was  given  to 

25 

common  sense? 
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1 

COLONEL  BftI8TOL(  Thl*  1«  th«  CoMCnt  pcilod. 

1 

they  could  mak*  with  81  billion.  Imagine  such  an 

2 

1*11  give  you  «  chance;  but  I  vant  to  gat  all  of  the  coaMonts 

2 

anviroitmental  impact.  I'd  Ilka  to  conclude  with  e  few  quotes 

3 

out(  Rtlly«  and  than  wa'll  ba  addraaaing  it.  Okay?  Bafora 

3 

from  the  U.S.  Bishop's  Paacc  Pastoral,  and  1  added  a  little 

4 

wa  laava»  ha  will  addrasa.  I  want  to  lat  your  fallow 

4 

phrase:  ”As  Montanans  and  Americana,  citisane  of  the  nation 

$ 

citiiana  itaka  thair  coMaanta.  Thia  la  the  couant  pact.  Tha 

5 

which  was  first  to  produce  atomic  weapona,  which  has  been  the 

6 

question  part  la  finished. 

6 

only  one  to  use  them,  and  which  today  is  ona  of  the  handful 

7 

NS.  A.  N.  NOYLAM:  It'S  ■Hiss.” 

7 

of  nations  capabla  of  decisivaly  infiuancing  the  course  of 

8 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Good  Nornlnq. 

8 

the  nuclear  age,  we  have  grave  human  moral  and  political 

9 

MS.  NOYLANt  Hallo.  I  rapeasant  the  Montana 

9 

responaibilltiea  to  tee  that  a  conacious  choice  is  made  tc 

10 

Catholic  Confaranca.  The  qcaataat  anviton»antsl  iv<pact  that 

10 

nave  humanity.* 

11 

wa  can  aaa  is  not  what  will  happen  once  the  Midgatnan  is  in 

Aa  tha  United  States  Bishops  stated  in  1983  in 

12 

use,  but  rathac  what  is  happening  eight  now,  or  what  isn't 

12 

their  pastoral  letter  on  wer  and  peace,  'Removing  the  nuclear 

13 

happening.  Nhlla  this  nation'a  dafanaa  budget  continues  to 

13 

threat  will  require  major  effort  of  intelligence,  courage. 

14 

enjoy  support  fcon  the  President's  administration,  the 

14 

and  faith.  Me  believe  this  is  the  greater  challenge.*  As 

15 

programa  designed  for  low-incoma  Americana  are  continually 

15 

Pope  John  Paul  said  at  HlroshlM,  "Prom  now  on,  it  is  only 

16 

being  cut  back. 

16 

through  a  conscioua  choice  and  a  deliberate  policy  that 

17 

To  bring  this  a  little  closer  to  hone;  during  the 

17 

humanity  can  survive.”  Thank  you. 

18 

first  week  of  operation  of  the  Balena  food  Share, 

IB 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Chester  finsey? 

19 

Incorporated,  they  fed  166  people  through  their  food  basket 

19 

Good  Horning,  sir. 

20 

distributions.  On  Monday  of  this  week,  July  20ch,  from  12 

20 

HR.  CHESTER  XINSBY:  Good  Morning,  Lieutenant 

21 

noon  until  3:30  p.m.,  Helena  food  Share  had  31  requests  for 

21 

or  Colonel,  excuse  me.  I'm  Chester  Kinsey,  R-i-n-s-«-y. 

22 

food  baskets,  five  were  from  single  people.  Twenty-six  of 

22 

I'm  a  member  of  the  Montana  Low  Income  Coalition,  have  been 

23 

thcaa  were  for  families. 

23 

for  many  yeata,  three  now;  and  we  are  very  concerned  with 

24 

These  people  are  the  truly  needy  in  our  community 

24 

what’s  happening  in  this  military  exercise  you're  putting  on. 

25 

and  environment,  if  you  win.  I  wonder  how  many  food  baskets 

25 

Me  feel  that  it  is  a  huge  disservice  to  the  country  to  spend 
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1 

time  and  out  money  on  this  kind  of  a  futile  and  insane 

1 

comments.  The  wster  supply  system  in  central-^Nontans  is 

2 

defense  system  which  is  not  a  defense  system  when  we  have 

2 

stressed  now,  and  I  suspect  that  wale;  requirements. 

3 

people  going  hungry,  thousands  of  people  without  homes. 

3 

construction,  and  operation  of  the  program  will  etiese  it 

4 

actually  between  six  and  seven  million  people  living  without 

4 

even  further.  We’re  currently  —  the  State  is  currently 

5 

housing  at  this  day  and  age.  And  this  is  the  direct  result 

5 

reviewing  water  tights  throughout  the  State,  and  iry 

6 

of  the  impact  of  the  military  on  the  society  of  the  United 

6 

recomnifndation  to  you  is  that  you  should  w»rt  until  Moritana 

7 

States. 

7 

completes  it's  adjudication  of  water  tights  in  the  Mirsoori 

8 

He  have  some  concerns  also  with  the  fact  that  ther.e 

B 

River  Basin  before  you  can  adequately  assess  the  impact  cn 

9 

systems  are  supposed  to  he  safe,  but  they  aren't  necessatily 

9 

water  availability  in  the  basin. 

10 

so.  You'ce  putting  them  cut  on  the  htghwayr,  putting  them 

10 

My  r.ecrnd  coirnrerit  is  that  I  believe  that  the 

11 

into  a  population  center  to  work  on  them;  and  copr-'deiing  the 

11 

turbidity  of  the  surface  water  is  going  to  be  affected  more 

12 

history  of  the  military  procurement  system,  the  corrupt  sen 

12 

than  the  ETF  states,  and  that  will  be  the  result  of  changing 

13 

within  it,  we  feel  that  there  is  no  teal  r-ofciy  in  what  they 

13 

the  integrity  of  the  channel,  the  stream  channels,  when  you 

14 

are  producing  for  the  military  today.  We  have  too  many 

14 

iiuild  rr,ads  and  bridges.  As  Dt.  Kramer  probably  knows,  if 

15 

examples  of  it  that  we  feel  we're  developing  a  dangerous 

15 

you  change  the  integrity  of  the  stream  channel,  the  stieam 

16 

cystem  in  this  State;  much  more  dangerous  than  thot-e  of  the 

16 

trrec  to  legain  its  equilibrium  by  scouring  the  bank  and  the 

17 

missller  and  silos. 

17 

bed,  and  that  will  increase  the  sediment  concentration  in  the 

18 

We  are  primarily  Interesle'l  ii-  rreing  that  peace  jr 

18 

St  teams. 

19 

the  emphasis,  .-.nd  tins  admi  n  i  st  rat !  cn  tcei^s  to  he  opiored  to 

19 

This  is  veiy  impoitanl  in  Montana  that  we  don't  do 

20 

any  development  that  will  reduce  the  teniions,  and  wr  hoie 

20 

that.  We  have  lotr  of  good  fishing.  So  I  teccrirend  that 

21 

that  etii  position  will  be  supported  by  enough  [>ec'|’le  that  we 

21 

during  the  road  and  bridge  construction,  if  you  ever  gel  if’ 

22 

can  wipe  out  thi.'  whole  program.  Thank  you. 

22 

that,  that  the  rliram  channel  integrity  muet  be  maintained. 

23 

COJ.ONEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sit.  Mice 

23 

My  third  point  it  that  I  lecommrrd  tha»  in  you: 

24 

Ston 1 ey ? 

24 

final  BIS  that  you  expand  your  safety  section  tc  inclntlr 

25 

hS.  ALTCC  STANLri:  I  JUPt  have  four 

25 

lot  more  FceneiioE  Urn  you  have. 
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sitting  h«re  during  th«  course  of  this  hearing,  which  is 
three  hours,  we  will  have  spent  $123  million  on  our  military. 
Thank  you. 

COLOUtL  BRIPTOI.:  Thank  you.  Frank 

Krofflkowski. 

HR.  FRANK  KPONKOWSKt:  Hy  name  It  Frank 
Rromkowski,  an<l  I'm  the  Peace  With  Justice  coordinator  for 
the  Yellowstone  Conference  of  the  tinited  Nethodirt  Churrl:.  T 
want  to  first  report  that  at  our  June  19P7  annual  conference, 
the  Ycllnuptone  Conference  of  the  Hethodirt  Church,  whirb 
repcescntn  all  of  Hontsna  and  parts  of  Idaho  and  parts  of 
Wyoming,  overwhelmingly  voted  the  resolution  to  oppose  the 
deployment  of  the  Hidgctman  missile  in  Montana  and  the  MX 
missile  since  that  has  also  been  thrown  into  the  erjoaticn 
recently. 

I  would  like  to  explain  the  background  of  that 
opposition  and  make  a  point  about  some  iradeguacier  in  the 
frame  work  of  the  Env  i  ronnertal  Impact  Statement,  suggerl  .’nd 
reque'^^t  thst  methodejogy  for  the  final  dreft  t-e  enjdoyed  thrt 
addrerscr  these  irrurr. 

The  f^^tnment,  ct  resolution,  Fnrr.nd  ty  the 
June  'P?  Yellowstone  Conference  opposing  the  Fidgetnan 
Hitcile  irfetteri  l^ark  to  a  19*6  document  put  together  iy 
United  Methoditt  Council  of  Oiehops  In  which  the  Council  of 
Bishops  not  only  indicated  that  the  ure  of  nuclear  weai’cnr.. 


system  that’s  very  illogical.  We'te  talking  about  a  Card 
Mobile  Launcher  that  is  lOS-fect  long  and  weighs  over  200. OOC 
pounds  on  out  farm  and  ranch  lards.  And  1  don't  think  we  cai> 
sit  here  and  aay,  *NhaC  will  the  effect  of  that  L-c?*  we're 
talking  about  prairie  land,  and  it’c  very  fragile.  l  iiaven't 
seen  that  addreaeed. 

What’s  been  happening  is  we  a*.k  a  querrii.ri  and  it 
gets  answered,  and  what  you  say  ia  that  you'll  ake  care  of 
it  and  there  will  be  no  impact;  and  I  must  say.  t*.  many  other 
people  stated;  1  don’t  feel  comfortable  with  that  answer. 

We’ve  never  deployed  a  mobile  missile  ryrtem  ir 
this  country.  We're  not  hearing  specifics  on  the  movement 
and  we’te  not  hearing  specifics  on  what's  going  tn  happen  if 
this  accidentally  roams  our  land  without  being  launched;  and 
like  has  been  mentioned,  we  haven't  heard  what  will  happen  if 
it  does  launch. 

I  assert  that  you  don’t  know  all  the  answers  and 
you  can't  really  give  ur.  any  guarantees.  I  think  that  if 
deployed.  Montana  and  its  citizens  will  be  your  guinea  pig  m 
the  United  States,  and  that  makes  me  very  angry.  I  night  add 
that  tills  is  a  very  expensive  guinea  pig.  At  $60  billion, 
many  people  have  stateil  we  could  do  lots  of  other  things  with 
t.hut  money. 

In  1996,  the  military  spent  $1  billion  a  day,  $141 
million  an  hour,  and  $700,090  a  minute.  While  we  will  be 
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as  Che  Catholic  Bishops  had,  would  be  immoral  under  any 
circumstances,  but  the  United  Methodist  Bishops  also 
indicated  that  even  the  justification  —  so-called 
justification  ->  for  the  poaaession  of  nuclear  weapons  as 
deterrenCL  is  also  unjustifiable;  and  as  Col.  Walsh  stated 
very  clearly,  the  rationale  for  Nidgetman,  part  of  the 
rationale  for  Hidgetman,  is  that  it  will  somehow  increase  our 
deterreoce. 

The  position  of  the  United  Methodist  Council  of 
Bishops,  and,  specifically,  the  Yellowstone  Conference,  is 
that  we  reject  that  as  a  fundamentally  flawed  morel  analysis; 
that  justification  is  not  acceptable  to  us,  and  we  will  work 
in  any  way  to  make  sure  t' at  this  missile  is  not  placed  in 
Montana . 

The  basis  for  that  statement  --  of  making  a 
statement  about  nuclear  deterrence  is  Chat  may  be  the  case 
that  you  have  been  instructed  by  Congress,  by  its  Senate,  to 
limit  yourselves  to  an  analysis  of  certain  kinds  of  peacetime 
deployment.  That  is  not  acceptable  methodology  for  the 
Methodist  Bishops,  or  for  us  as  United  Methodists  in  Montana. 
It’s  simply  inadequate,  totally  inadequate. 

The  United  Methodist  Bishops  made  a  statement  on 
nuclear  deterrence.  "Nuclear  deterrence."  they  say,  "has  too 
lonq  been  reverenced  as  the  idol  of  national  security.  In 
its  most  Idolatrous  forms.  It  has  blinded  its  proponents 
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to  th*  Mmy'tided  requireMvnts  of  genuine  eccurlty.  There 
can  be  no  unilateral  security  in  a  nuclear  age.  Security 
tequiree  econonic  strength  and  stability,  envitonnent  and 
public  health,  educational  quality,  social  well-being,  public 
confidence  and  local  cooperation." 

Mhat  they're  saying  is  that  in  an  analysis  of  what 
is  really  going  to  happen  with  the  placement  of  a  system  such 
as  this,  we  cannot  limit  ourselves  to  simply  an  analysi:,  of 
what  would  happen  if  we  were  to  place  this  missile  system  in 
Montana.  Mhat  I'm  saying  Is  that  I  want  to  ask  in  the  final 
report  that  another  methodology,  in  fact,  be  used  to  assess 
the  genuine  impact  of  deploying  this  system  apart  from  the 
fact  that  this  is  a  weapon  of  mass  destruction.  1  mean,  we 
sll  recognise  that.  If  it  ever  is  used,  there's  no  doubt 
about  that  impact.  That  isn't  mentioned. 

I  would  say  in  terms  of  jobs  and  employment,  the 
Draft  Impact  Statement  seems  to  give  us  some  notion  that 
there  will  be  a  certain  number  of  jobs  that  will  benefit  in 
some  way.  Or  there  will  be  some  temporary  character  to  that. 

In  the  final  statement,  what  7  would  like  the 
commission  to  actually  deal  with  would  be  what  kinds  of  jobe 
would  actually  be  created  if  we  took  the  money  that 
supposedly  is  going  into  these  jobs  we're  supposed  to  he 
grateful  for,  into  long-term  jobs  for  Montana  citizens  who 
ate  out  of  employment.  It  is  the  point  of  the  United 
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services  snd  show  how,  in  fact,  those  issues  would  be 
addressed  by  an  equivalent  amount  of  money  that  goes  into 
human  services  and  public  services  as  opposed  to  the 
Midgetman  Missile.  Only  in  that  way  would  we  be  satisfied 
that  the  methodology  is  the  real  one  that  shows  us  the  real 
impacts. 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Judge  Morrison. 
I'm  sorry,  I  didn't  know  you  were  a  judge  or  I  would  have 
addressed  you  in  that  respect  earlier  —  or  ex-judge.  I 
think  we  remember  ex-judges  as  judges. 

HR.  FRANR  MORRISON,  SR:  Thank  you  very  much. 
I'm  sorry  if  there's  a  little  confusion  here.  The  judge  is 
my  son,  not  me.  However,  I  have  had  the  responsibility  of 
being  chief  executive  of  the  State  where  the  headquarters  of 
the  Strategic  Air  Command  Is  located.  I'm  not  a  military 
authority.  The  highest  rank  I've  ever  had  was  that  of  First 
Lieutenant;  so  I  defer  to  Major  Van  Ness.  But  with  reference 
to  the  interpretation  of  the  Eighth  Circuit  Court  opinion,  J 
will  say  this:  I  think  if  you  took  ten  lawyers  and  put  them 
in  a  room  and  aaked  them  for  an  opinion  on  any  given  subject, 
you  would  come  up  with  at  least  twelve  answers. 

I  would  like  to  talk  not  only  as  an  individual, 
perhaps,  but  as  a  member  and  representative  of  the  Lawyeis' 
Alliance  for  Nuclear  Arms  Control.  I  think  the  greatest 
military  authority  In  the  history  of  this  countiy  was  Douglan 


Methodist  Church,  jobs  for  those  people  who  sre  currently 
unemployed  snd  currently,  by  our  legislature,  being 
threatened  with  a  Constitutional  change  to  take  away  their 
rights  to  assistance  from  the  State. 

The  real  impact  we  would  like  to  know  about  is  if 
you  took  the  same  amount  of  money  you  say  is  going  to  go  into 
jobs  and  put  it  into  other  kinds  of  jobs:  educational  jobs 
for  teachers,  other  kinds  of  construction  jobs,  jobs  for 
health  care  workers,  how  many  jobs  then  would  be  created,  and 
let's  compare  those,  and  i  think  we'll  see  that  it  will  be  a 
significant  difference;  that  we're  being  cheated  by  the  kinds 
of  jobs  we're  supposedly  getting  from  the  Midgetman  Missile. 

In  terms  of  human  services  — 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Sir,  your  time  it  expired, 
and  I  have  six  of  these  to  go,  so  if  you  could  summarise  and 
submit  the  balance. 

MR.  RRONIOHSRI:  In  terms  of  human  services, 
we  have  domestic  violence  programs  and  shelters  for  abused 
women.  Me  have  children  being  abused.  Me  have  emotionally 
diaturbed  children  who  cannot  be  placed  in  treatment  because 
our  State  does  not  have  the  money.  Me  have  people  and 
children  needing  drug  abuse  treatment.  Me  have  low-income 
people  being  required  to  live  at  levels  of  general  assistance 
which  are  totally  inadequate. 

I'd  like  you  to  look  at  those  issues  in  human 
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1 

NacArthur,  and  he  said  that  nuclear  weapons  h<'v»  made  war 

2 

obsolete  as  an  instrument  of  national  policy.  And  I  believe 

3 

that. 

4 

And  1  believe  any  use  by  a  nuclear  weapon  would 

5 

result  in  the  ultimate  environmental  disaster,  and  a  lesult 

6 

you  can’t  contemplate,  t  believe  HacArthur  was  right  when  he 

7 

said  that  nuclear  weapons  are  not  weapons  of  defense,  hut 

e 

they  contain  within  themselves  the  elements  of  mutual 

9 

suicide. 

10 

I'll  be  talking  to  the  Congress;  and  T  appreciate 

11 

the  limitations  of  your  scope,  and  I  didn't  intend  to  get 

12 

into  what  Major  Van  Ness  opened  up  here  with  reference  to  the 

13 

spirit  of  dead  Indians,  but  what  I'm  piirarily  concerned  with 

14 

is  the  attitude  and  the  spirit  of  the  young  people  In  the 

15 

grade  schools  of  the  State  of  Montana  and  what  their  spirit 

26 

is.  Most  of  them  think  that  we  have  so  mismanaged  our 

17 

conduct  that  they  aren't  even  going  to  live  out  their  life 

IB 

time,  and  that  bothers  me. 

19 

My  chief  authority  on  these  nuclear  weapons  in  the 

20 

State  of  Montana  Is  Col.  Don  Clark,  retired,  who  the  Air 

21 

Force  trained  as  an  authority  on  strategic  nuclear  weapons. 

22 

Hr  was  on  ndvisor  to  the  joint  chiefs  during  the  SALT  talk 

23 

negotiations.  T  spent  a  lot  of  time  with  him,  and  he  wot- 

24 

prepared  to  testify  in  the  case  of  the  United  States  Against 

25 

Codler  ttiat  every  single  nuclear  Installatior  in  the  State  of 

B8 

fO 

> 
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Montana  was  not  an  instrument  of  defence,  I ut  cicated  an 
additional  risk  to  the  people  of  this  State;  and  that's  whrit 
Col.  Clark  says,  and  the  Air  Force  trained  him  as  an  expert 
on  r>trate<jic  nuclear  weai>onr,  and  this  bothers  me. 

I  t'urpect  that  it  may  bother  you,  and  I'n  c;^>try 
that  you  ace  limited.  I  was  an  attorney  for  the  Ex,isco(.<a} 
Hishop  of  Wyoming,  Western  Solidarity,  and  some  of  the  x'eople 
that  wece  involved  in  that  litigation  and  ap^kaienily  it's 
going  to  be  tried  r-ome  day;  but  let's  not  get  our  eye  off  of 
the  ultimate  problem  here,  and  that  is  what  is  the 
environmental  impact  o£  the  discharge  of  one  of  those  nuclear 
weapone?  It  means  a  destruction  of  ourselves,  the 
destruction  of  the  environment  necessary  for  human 
inhabitants  on  this  earth. 

I  don't  claim  to  be  an  authority  or  a  religious 
man,  but  there  ii.  one  thing  that  I  believe,  that  we  as  people 
are  partneis  with  a  devine  architect  of  this  universe  in 
protecting  cur  environment  for  the  use  of  those  that  foliow 
us,  and  we  cannot  even  contemplate  the  use  of  a  nuclear 
weapon  without  risking  that  environment  for  ourselves  and 
everybody  that  follows  us.  That's  the  ultimate  environmental 
impact  that  I'm  concerned  about. 

Getting  bock  to  Col.  Clark  who  is  an  expert;  he 
said  1  percent  of  what  we  now  have  in  our  nuclear  arson, 
without  this  Hidgetnan  ci  any  other  .‘lyc-tem,  could  serve  any 


pousible  deterrent,  and  1  percent  of  what  w,  new  have  woul<'> 
completely  destroy  the  Soviet  Union  as  a  viable  tocrety. 

These  are  the  things  that  bother  me;  ird,  to  me, 
the  things  we  should  ultimately  be  concerned  about,  and  t'd 
like  that  on  a  public  record.  I'm  not  here  as  a  x^dge, 
though  my  son  has  acted  in  that  capacity  in  this  State.  But 
I  revere  this  country  and  what  it  stands  for,  and  1  think 
we've  got  to  have  some  alternative  to  nuclear  weapon:;.  Thank 
you. 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  yOu,  sir.  Stephen 

Maly. 

HR.  MALY:  It's  not  fair  to  have  to  follow 
Ml.  Morrison.  He  just  about  said  it  all.  First  of  all,  7 
remember  when  Midgetman  appealed  to  my  sense  of  the  future 
and  some  sort  of  faith  in  deterrence,  that  sort  of  thing. 
Thai's  gone  away,  and  it's  apparent  to  me  that  anybody  elre 
who  might  --  at  least  in  the  crowd  --  who  might  V.ave  thought 
Midgetman  was  a  reasonable  step  toward  eventual  arms  control 
and  disarmament,  has  loot  that.  At  least,  I  know  I  have. 

I  think  it's  a  dumb  idea,  and  !  have  more  faith 
than  ever,  as  a  consequence  of  today  and  previous  heatings 
and  what  I've  heard  from  officials  in  the  Air  Force,  that 
we'tc  not  going  tc  buy  the  system.  It's  still  a  uueful 
exercise,  but  we're  going  to  dump  thif,  and  the  sooner  the 
better.  I  underctand  the  decision  tests  with  Congtess,  and 
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1 

we  have  a  responsibility  to  let  them  know  how  wr  feel. 

2 

Getting  hack  to  the  environmental  impact,  it's  haul 

3 

not  to  be  repetitive  of  things  that  have  already  been  said 

4 

and  said  quite  well.  ^*7  major  consideration  in  reading  the 

5 

document  was  in  the  area  of  transportation,  and  that  I  ihink 

6 

I'm  getting  a  very  clear  picture  that,  as  was  mentioned 

7 

I  before,  tourists  ate  not  going  to  like  what's  going  on  here. 

!  e 

It’s  not  going  to  attract  them;  and  some  of  the  r»ajor 

9 

highways  and  byways  that  connect  this  Stale  t'"  coiinlry  l<-  i  ho 

10 

noith,  Canada,  wil\  be  imparted.  1  expect  there  will  be  -- 

11 

we'll  see  fewci  Canadians  coining  to  Montana  -T-d  ihtoogh 

12 

llontpn.i. 

13 

1  al!.<’  onticipalc  diMuption  of  a  vriy  jr.pci  1 .  i.i 

14 

bunrer.F,  romjr.erriaJ  traffic  between  major  rrr-nt m' ’ .-i  1  coi’lrrr 

15 

in  the  state;  Fillings,  Great  Falls,  l>ele  a,  Porer.cn, 

16 

Lewistown,  and  that  this  is  going  to  have  a  hard-f  o-irrar-u:  o. 

17 

but  vety  rciiour.,  impact  on  oui  hopes  for  economic 

18 

devr  1  opncTt ,  and  moir-  j  rpoi  t  ant  ly,  for  oconoir.ic 

19 

d  i  vr  r  r- 1  f  1  cat  i  on . 

20 

*  I  p  fiol  going  i  o  be  ,'ib  I  r  it  .it  1  r  ari  t  h,-  1  r u  o;  r 

21 

inverinent  » hat  the  fl.'le  ofricials  arc  working  I.-jd  lo  »;t-t 

22 

jf  t(iry  kr.t.'v  leojle  vilh  thr-  ronry  uh</  f-.iy  vant  1  r-  n.m*  i. 

21 

Mor!oii.-(  Cl'  goin<j  lo  1  mk  ,ii  wh.Tl's  g  iing  ‘n,  all  • 

24 

const  1  net  I  on  .wijviiy,  the  ri'k  f.iclorr-,  .’n<J  'ay,  "M'V,  w,  '  1 1 

2'- 

'JO  f-or. -I'le  '-l.-.e,"  ■in.'!  1  l..n  lupll-fsf.  r.e  bccau:  v*  n* 
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1 

— 

diversification.  We  need  (something  nonmilitaty  that 

2 

generates  long-term  jobs. 

3 

Finally,  to  just  add  to  the  momentum  regarding  the 

4 

limited  scope,  the  cotwentacy  on  the  limited  scoyie  of  the 

5 

ri5,  I  appreciate  the  limitations,  and  1  read  the  disclaimer. 

6 

or  whatever  we  rail  it,  in  the  front  that  Congress  is 

7 

mandatirq.  In  my  mind,  accidental  launches  ought  to  be  -- 

8 

seasonably  ought  to  be  considered  as  a  peacetime  deployment 

9 

possibility.  I  mean,  we  don't  launch  accidentally  in  war. 

10 

It's  a  peacetime  event.  This  is  the  way  I  understand  the 

11 

court  decision  is  that  the  higher  court  viewed  thi:  as  a 

12 

lensonable  thing  to  investigate.  I  lost  try  final  point  heie. 

13 

So  it's  gone  forever. 

14 

COLOMEL  DRISTOL:  Not  forcvci .  You  have  uri  i ’ 

15 

1  hr  21  St  of  August . 

16 

MR.  MALY:  Anyway,  I,  too,  appteciaTe  this 

17 

opi>oit  unj  ty.  I  think  ihic  kind  of  theater  demonstrates 

IB 

something  very  iTTj’Ortant  al'out  our  country  and  the  rights  of 

19 

Amrricanr.  Jo  vr.ire  their  opinions,  and  I'll  Just  reileiatf 

20 

that  1  thirk  the  Airrtican  people,  the  Air  Force,  the  Congress 

21 

are  going  to  decide  pretty  soon  that  the  Midgrtiran  is  not  in 

22 

the  patir>nnl  inlrtert,  and  then  we  can  worry  about  better 

2? 

1  lings. 

74 

COLONEL  rriSTOL:  Thank  you.  Jim  fenklrr. 

25 

PF.  SEHKIFP:  Mayhe  1  misunrr  r  r.t  0'->d  you, 
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Colonel,  at  the  beginning  of  the  laeeting  when  you  said  that 

2 

this  will  be  also  an  opportunity  to  ask.  questions  that  were 

3 

maybe  a  little  more  leading  or  a  little  more  statemcnt-llke. 

4 

and  we  could  expect  responses  to  those  also. 

5 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  You  will  get  responses,  and 

6 

I  intend  to  see  Even  though  it  was  somewhat  rhetorically 

7 

posed,  I  get  the  gist  of  Hr.  Henez's  question  Nr.  Smith's 

B 

question  ->  and  I'm  going  to  give  the  panel  an  opportunity  to 

9 

answer  it.  The  idea  why.  given  what  we  have  already,  do  we 

10 

need  so'sething  more;  I  intend  to  give  the  panel  the 

11 

opportunity  to  answer  that  question. 

12 

NR.  SENKLER:  I  guess  ny  problem  with  that  is 

13 

it  doesn't  allow  much  chance  for  dialogue  on  that  basis. 

14 

When  he  gets  his  response,  and  when  I  would  like  a  response. 

15 

then  I  can't,  in  turn,  respond. 

16 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Do  you  have  something 

17 

further  you  want  to  say  now?  I've  got  two  of  these  left,  and 

18 

then  we'll  use  the  time  that  remains  as  best  we  can  to  have 

19 

some  kind  of  a  dialogue.  That's  what  we  want  to  do. 

20 

MR.  SENKLER:  Okay.  Thank  you.  first  of  all. 

21 

I  want  to  say  that  I  very  clearly  oppose  this  Hidgetroan. 

22 

This  is  a  waste  of  money.  J  think  frank  Rromkowski  said  it 

23 

best,  the  point  that  I  want  to  make.  I  think  it's  important 

24 

that  we  include  in  this  analysis  the  effects  of  a  No-Action 

25 

Alternative,  but  it's  a  different  No-Action  Alternative. 
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COLONEL  BPISTOLi  If  tbcy  «r«  quostions,  th«y 
vlll  b«  «ddr«88«d.  If  Ch«y  8r«  comnene  «xpre6«ing  on 
opposing  point  of  vi«v,  they  would  only  be  addressed  if  they 
introduced  some  new  element  into  the  oppoeitlon,  if  you  will. 
If  it's  a  counterstatement  to  what's  contained  in  the  CIS» 
then  there's  not  going  to  be  any  further  rebuttal. 

Mp.  5CNKLEP:  Since  there  are  no  policy 
statements  in  the  ElSr  any  statement  that's  being  made  on 
that  level  would  not  have  been  addressed  at  this  point? 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  I'm  going  to  direct  that  to 
Col.  Halsh.  I  may  have  misspoken  here. 

LT.  COLONEL  NALSH:  Any  question  that  you  have 
raised  in  regards  to  the  policy  of  the  United  Statest  whether 
policy  of  deterrence,  the  arms  negotiations  or  in  that  atea. 

I  believe  that's  what  you  were  leading  toward,  if  you  raised 
an  issue  on  that,  an  appropriate  response  will  be  made  in  the 
final  EIS. 

Basically,  the  approach  we  take  is  to  analyze  the 
comments  made  here  today.  Ne  analyze  all  the  letters  that  we 
receive  and  we  try  to  Identify  issues,  specific  isrnes  that 
are  raised,  and  then  for  each  one  of  those  issuer  that  are 
raised,  we  will  have  a  response.  Some  of  the  responses  may 
be:  "Yes.  we  agree  with  that,*  and  we  will  adjust  the  EIS  to 
reflect  that  new  perspective.  On  others,  there  may  be  a 
question  of  national  policy.  We  will  explain  our  national 


That  is  an  action  that  we  can  also  spend  this  money  in  other 
ways  than  in  building  Midgetman.  Whac  would  that  impact  be 
on  Kontana? 

If  we  spent  fst  billion,  or  an  average  of  $6C 
million  a  year  over  thoae  15  years.  God.  it's  sealing  what 
could  happen  that  would  be  useful  to  us  instead  of  putting 
weapons  in  a  hole  or  in  an  igloo,  or  whatever.  There's  got 
to  be  better  use  of  that  money.  I  would  suggest  that  that  is 
a  significant  Impact,  and  that  that  should  be  addressed  in 
the  £15. 

When  I  was  here,  whenever  it  was  that  they  had  the 
original  scoping  heatings,  t  asked  if  there  would  be  an 
opportunity  to  —  if  policy  questions  would  be  addressed,  r 
understood  that  any  question  that  1  asked  or  posed  from  wher 
I  talked  and  asked  Col.  Walsh,  that  they  would  be  addressed. 
Bas  that  changed  now? 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  That’s  correct. 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  You're  correct.  If  it's 
germane  to  the  proposal  or  if  it's  an  anticipated  impact,  and 
it’s  a  pertinent  question,  it  will  either  be  answered  today 
or  answered  for  the  record. 

NR.  5ENXLBR;  So  any  of  the  comments  that  have 
been  made  today  relative  to  policy  saying  that  they  don't 
Itke  this  will  be  addressed  in  the  statement,  in  the  final; 
is  that  correct? 
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policy  and  its  effect.  If  it  was  a  position  that  you  provide 
that  you  are  against  a  Small  ICBH,  it  would  be  noted. 

NR.  SENKLER:  And  not  responded  to? 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  There  is  no  response  if  you 
come  and  say:  *1  an  against  the  system.*  We  would  note 
that.  If  you  ask  a  question  that  would  imply  a  change  of 
policy,  then  we  would  respond  to  that. 

NR.  5ENKLER:  I  guess  part  of  my  concern  is  I 
suspect  most  of  the  comments  or  a  lot  of  these  comments  would 

have  been  put  in  the  form  of  questions  had  they  known  that 

\ 

that  was  —  And  Z  understand  there  is  still  opportunity  to 
submit  the^n  in  that  form.  So  maybe  in  your  consideration  cf 
noting  it.  that  maybe  these  things  would  have  been  addressed 
86  quecitions. 

In  what  form  will  the  response  take  place?  Will  it 
be  in  the  final  draft  or  in  the  final  version  of  the  EIS,  or 
how  will  that  take  place? 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  In  the  final  EIS.  we  will 
identify  all  the  issues  that  are  raised,  and  we  will  have, 
across  from  that  issue,  what  the  Air  force  response  is  ot 
what  the  Air  force  action  was  subsequent  to  reviewing  that 
issue  that  was  raised.  That  will  become  a  part  of  the  final 
EIS. 

NR.  SENRLER:  I  guess  part  of  my  concern  here 
is  that  it  kind  cf  cuts  the  process  off.  He  get  ycur 
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1 

response,  but  we  don't  get  another  chance  to 

1 

will  reiterate.  It  has  something  applicable  to  the  question 

2 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Yes,  you  do.  You  get  the 

2 

being  raised. 

3 

final  EIS.  The  process  isn't  over.  It  has  to  go  from  there 

3 

In  the  Scowceoft  Commission's  review  of  the  entire 

4 

as  a  package  up  through  Air  Force  channels  to  Congress,  and 

4 

needs  of  the  United  States  government  with  respect  to 

5 

you  have  channels  through  your  members  of  Congress,  so  -- 

S 

strategic  weapons,  we  identified  the  Small  ICBM  for  the 

6 

MR.  SENKLER:  But  we  won't  have  another  public 

6 

future,  for  the  year  2000  and  beyond,  and  that's  whst  this 

7 

hearing? 

7 

system  is  being  developed  for.  The  present  system  thst  we 

6 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  That  is  correct. 

B 

have  was  built  in  ths  1950' s,  snd  probably  in  the  next  couple 

9 

MR.  SENKLER:  1  have  problems  with  that,  and  I 

9 

of  years,  or  next  decade,  will  eventually  be  phased  out. 

10 

think  that  should  be  changed.  I  suppose  that's  on  the 

10 

Me* re  looking  at  a  system  that  incorporates  the  latest 

11 

Congressional  level,  but  whatever.  1  guess  the  main  point  1 

11 

technology  thst  will  continue  to  provide  deterrence  for  the 

12 

want  to  make  and  want  you  to  address  in  the  EIS  is  this 

12 

future,  Thet'E  the  first  answer. 

13 

No-Action  Alternative  which  would,  in  turn,  put  the  money 

13 

The  second  answer,  I  think,  would  be  more  pleasing 

14 

back  into  the  economy  of  Montana  in  a  different  form,  not 

14 

to  those  people  that  ere  listening  today.  First  of  all,  let 

15 

toward  building  the  Midgetman  Missile. 

IS 

me  describe  whet  has  happened  in  Europe  with  respect  to 

16 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir.  D.  0. 

16 

intermediate  missiles.  There  was  some  controversy  some  years 

17 

Dowden,  D-o-w-d-e-n.  Did  I  call  that  name  before  and  get  no 

17 

ago  when  the  United  States,  in  conjunction  with  its  NATO 

IB 

response?  We're  down  to  you,  sir,  Hr.  Henez. 

IB 

allies,  decided  to  go  ahead  with  the  deploysicnt  of 

19 

I'm  going  to  give  Col.  Walsh  an  opportunity  to 

19 

intermediate  Btlssilea.  This  was  in  response  to  a  plan  --  e 

20 

answer  the  question  which,  I  believe,  was:  How  much  is 

20 

similar-type  plan  by  the  Soviet  Union.  However,  after  the 

21 

enough?  Or  paraphrased:  Why,  given  the  existing  system  that 

21 

NATO  countriea  chose  to  resolve  and  initiate  the  deployment 

22 

we  have,  do  we  need  to  have  the  Midgetman  over  and  above  the 

22 

of  such  a  system,  suddenly  the  Soviet  Union  changed  their 

23 

existing  system?  Col.  Walsh. 

23 

negotiating  stance  at  Geneva.  And  now  we  have  a  reasonable 

24 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  I'd  like  to  actually  give 

24 

opportunity  to  actually  eliminate  those  weapons  from  the 

25 

you  two  answers;  one  of  which  I've  already  given  earlier,  but 

25 

^  European  theatre. 
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Lilt«wisc,  the  Scoweroft  Comaission,  «nd«  likewise. 
President  Reegan  and,  indeed,  that  of  Congreee  that  by 
shoving  the  resolve  to  deploy  the  Small  ICBN,  to  deploy  the 
Peacekeeper,  that  it  may  entice  the  Soviet  Union  to  come  to 
the  negotiating  table  and  eventually  continue  the  elimination 
of  nuclear  weapons,  then  starting  on  intercontinental 
ballistic  missiles.  Thank  you. 

UNIDENTIFIED  GENTLEMAN:  Is  the  comment  period 

over? 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  We  have  eight  more  minutes 
of  the  hearing  portion  of  the  comment  period,  and  I'll  be 
happy  to  receive  any  additional  comments  now.  And,  of 
course,  the  comment  period  for  this  EIS  continues  until  the 
21et  of  August. 

UNIDENTIFIED  GENTLEMAN:  Thank  you.  Colonel. 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Would  you  state  your  name, 

please? 

UNIDENTIFIED  GENTLEMAN:  I'm  getting  to  that, 
sir.  As  a  matter  of  principle,  I  would  like  to  tepa,n 
anonymous,  and  the  reason  is  that  one  of  the  bitter  fruits  of 
this  administration's  foreign  policy  is  that  we  have  El 
Salvador  and  terrorist  squads  operating  in  Los  Angeles, 
California.  I  mean,  you  can  have  my  name,  if  you  want  it, 
but  1  believe,  as  a  matter  of  principle,  an  Ametican  should 
be  able  to  come  to  his  government  without  having  to  identify 
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himself. 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  If  you  wish  to  remain 
anonymous,  you  may  remain  anonymous. 

UNIDENTIFIED  GENTLEMAN:  Thank  you  very  much. 

I  think  everything  has  been  said  here.  I  haven't  studied  the 
issues  very  well,  but  1  think  everything  that  has  been  said 
here,  I  support. 

I  would  like  to  emphasize  the  fact  that  you  are 
casting  your  ret  much  too  narrowly  as  far  as  the 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  goes.  For  every  one  rf  the 
2P0  Hidgetman  missiles,  I  expect  each  one  has  a  plutoniuR> 
trigger.  That  trigger  is  probably  manufactured  in  a  DOD 
)lsnt,  possibly  Rocky  Flats  in  California. 

The  materials  have  to  be  generated  in  some  itactoi. 
They  have  to  be  transported  to  the  factory  They  have  to  be 
transported  from  the  factory  to  wherever  missiles  ate 
assembled.  These  environmental  costs  should  be  figured  into 
the  EIS  on  this  issue,  I  believe,  because  we  don't  get  an 
accurate  picture  of  the  cost  in  terms  of  the  environment 
unless  we  do  cast  oui  nets  more  broadly.  That's  one  point. 

The  other  point  is  that  I  think  that  Lt.  Col. 

Walsh,  with  all  due  respect,  sir,  that  the  idea  of  the 
limited,  possibly  strategical,  strike  cr.  Molpcftom  ct  some 
fixed  sited  missiles,  which  ir  possibly  a  pof=GihiHty,  and  I 
tliink  youi  aigument  war  that  having  missiles  spread  rut  vculc! 
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have  a  deterrent  effect  cn  such  a  atrika.  My  feeling  la  that 

2 

while  it  might  deter  such  s  strike,  it  might  entourage  a  much 

3 

larger  strike.  Thank  you  very  much. 

4 

Colonel  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir.  Plesse  come 

i 

forward.  1  might  just  note  that  one  of  the  reasons  why  we 

6 

like  to  get  the  names  snd  addresses  of  those  who  participate 

7 

Is  that  sometimes  the  comments  that  are  made,  auch  ss  those 

6 

you  just  made,  warrant  coming  back  snd  having  some  further 

9 

dialogue  outside  the  context  of  these  hearings;  and  it  is 

10 

rather  difficult  to  run  down  —  it's  hard  enough  with  the 

12 

phone  book  sometimes  —  it's  always  rather  difficult  when  one 

12 

doesn't  have  a  name.  But  that's  part  of  the  rationale  for 

13 

the  name  request. 

U 

Yes,  ma'am. 

15 

NS.  CRETCHEN  GRAHAM:  My  name  is  Gretchan 

16 

Graham,  and  I  represent  myself,  but  1  do  also  work  for 

17 

Historical  Preservation,  who  1  am  not  actually  representing; 

le 

but  1  spend  40  hours  a  week  around  people  who  just  work  their 

19 

hearts  out  to  save  out  State,  and  to  save  our  resources;  and 

20 

I  spend  my  other  two  days  flyfishing.  I  just  really  love 

21 

Montana,  and  I  beg  you  not  to  do  this  to  our  Sta^e. 

22 

Also,  a  specific  point;  I  am  around  a  lot  of  EIS 

23 

statements  with  my  work;  and  with  these  Indian  burials,  we 

24 

work  with  the  tribes  a  lot,  and  it's  really  no  small  issue  to 

25 

dig  up  their  burials  and  have  this  policy  that  you  will  put 
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1 

and  I  feel  that  inatalling  these  missiles  on  the  land  is 

2 

desecrating  it.  I  can  only  hope  that  you’ll  keep  that  in 

1  3 

mind  when  you  consider  the  Native  Americans'  burial  sites: 

1  4 

the  holiness  of  those  places. 

5 

I  also,  as  part  of  the  education,  wonder  how  t'>e 

6 

deployment  will  affect  education  matters,  I  think  —  I  don't 

7 

know  how  it  would  become  part  of  that,  but  i  think  some 

8 

concern  needs  to  be  given  to  how  the  children  living  in  this 

9 

missile  site  would  be  affected  by  that.  How  shell  we  educate 

10 

children  to  let  them  know  what  they're  a  part  of,  living  in 

11 

this  site.  I  would  like  to  see  something  to  that  effect  in 

12 

the  report.  Thank  you. 

13 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sit.  Yes,  mo'om. 

14 

quickly. 

I 

MS.  LINDA  NAYS:  My  name  is  Linda  Kays, 

16 

H-a-y-8.  A  lot  of  people  here  today,  and  probably  in  the 

17 

other  hearings,  have  expeesseo  concerns  about  the  effect  of 

18 

this  deployment  on  huaian  beings'  psychic  and  spiritual 

19 

awareness.  Mill  those  impacts  be  added  in  the  EIS? 

20 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Colonel  Walsh? 

21 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH;  The  National  Fnvj lonment ol 

22 

Policy  Act  specifically  directs  that  the  Federal  agency  Icokr 

23 

at  the  physical  impacts  of  the  Proposed  Action  of  the 

24 

environment.  It  does  not  --  In  a  recent  law  case,  I  believe. 

25 

PRLxgppiitfln  Edison  tb*  etoplf. AoRipax.fivciRai-lfiXEL, 

103 

it  back.  I'va  b«an  around  how  they  faal,  and  onca  thay'ra 
du9  up,  the  dasage  it  alcaady  dona.  Thank  you. 

COLONEl.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  YC8,  air. 

MR.  HRLYt  1  raaiatibai  tha  point  1  forgot. 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Plaaaa.  t‘m  glad  you  do.  i 
have  that  problaa,  too.  1  kaap  liata.  If  1  Iota  the  lists, 
!'•  really  in  trouble. 

NR.  MALY:  Tha  gentleman  who  raoainad 
anonywouB  triggered  ay  aeaory.  The  way  I  read  the  Eighth 
Court,  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals*  decision,  or  at  least  the 
reporting  of  that  decision,  it  that,  yes,  'ndeed,  the  scope 
of  the  lapact  stateaent  is  too  narrow;  and  that  1  fully 
expect  legal  action  to  follow  unless  the  net  is  widened.  I 
think  the  way  it*s  been  approached  so  far  is  going  to  provoke 
lawsuits  which  are  very  expensive  to  everyone,  and  daeaging, 

I  think,  ultiaately  to  the  whole  process,  to  national 
defense,  to  our  views;  but  I  think  you*rc  provoking  it  in 
restricting  the  lapact  Stateaent. 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  air.  Yes,  Sir. 

NR.  BILL  HALLIHAN:  Bill  Rslllnan, 
H-a-l-l-i-n*'a-n.  I'a  a  future  educator  in  Montana.  I’Ube 
teaching  children.  In  that  regard,  I  guess  I  just  want  to 
go  on  the  record  as  saying  that  I  feel  very  nuch  a  part  of 
the  land  in  Montana.  I  love  this  land.  I  love  this  country. 
For  me,  the  land,  I  gueas.  as  an  article  of  faith,  is  holy; 
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the  Supreae  Court  indicated  that  the  psychological 
consequences  of  such  deployaent  or  such  an  action  are  not 
pact  of  the  environxtental  process  and  so,  therefore,  it  is 
the  conclusion  of  the  Ait  Force  and  their  legal  staff  that  it 
is  not  appropriate  to  include  such  analyses  in  this 
particular  FJS. 

MS.  HAYS:  I  think  it's  an  inappropriate 
conclusion.  What  about  spiritual  iapacts  you  do  address,  at 
least  in  a  Halted  way,  spiritual  iapacts  on  Native 
Aaeiicans?  will  you  also  involve  spiritual  iapacts  on  people 
ol  other  races? 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  We  addressed  irpacte  on 
Indian  burial  sites. 

NS.  KAYS:  That  is  not  a  spiritual  impact? 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  It  is  a  concern  that  they 
have  with  their  religious  beliefs  that  the  bodies  shall  not 
be  removed  or  be  reinterted,  which  we  ace  making  sure  that  is 
accompl ished . 

NS.  HAYS:  I  also  have  religious  concerns.  In 
ay  personal  religion,  the  earth  and  God  are  the  came  thing. 
When  I  drive  to  Great  Falls  and  see  those  little  blue  radar 
equipments  out  there  and  know  what  they  mean  and  know  what  is 
under  them,  I  have  s  feeling  of  violation  of  my  religious 
beliefs  and  of  my  feeling  of  what  Cod  is. 

I  would  like  my  religious  concerns,  the  impact  on 
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CERTIFICATE 

1 

ny  religious  beliefs  also  addressed  as  you  ate  planning  to 

2 

STATE  OP  MONTANA  ) 

2 

addrefis  impacts  on  Native  American  religious  beliefs. 

8S. 

3 

COUNTY  OF  LEWIS  AND  CLARK  ) 

3 

COLONEL  BRISTOL!  Thank  you.  ma'am.  1  want  to 

4 

thank  each  of  you  for  participating.  1  know  it's  difficult 

* 

5 

I,  SHERRON  K.  WALSTAD,  Court  Reporter,  Notary  Public  in 

5 

sometimes.  1  appreciate  very  much  that  you  have  expressed 

6 

and  for  the  County  of  Lewis  and  Clark,  State  of  Montana,  do 

6 

your  feelings,  and  I  appreciate  very  much  that  you  hove  been 

7 

hereby  certify; 

considerate  of  us.  as  well  as  each  other. 

8 

9 

That  the  foregoing  Hearing  was  taken  before  me  at  the 

9 

to  consider  taking  an  extra  copy  of  the  Coawent  Sheets  with 

10 

time  and  place  herein  named;  that  the  Heating  was  repotted  by 

10 

you  because  it  has  the  address  to  which  c.  nmenta  can  be 

11 

me  in  shorthand  and  later  transcribed  into  typewriting  under 

11 

mailed  as  late  as  the  2l8t  of  August,  and  there  may  be  some 

12 

my  direction  and  that  the  foregoing  -105-  pages  contain  a 

12 

subsequent  notes  or  input  and  we  have  received  some 

13 

true  record  of  the  testimony  to  the  best  of  my  ability. 

13 

excellent  input  •—  there  may  be  subsequent  ideas  you  have.  1 

14 

want  to  encourage  you  to  submit  ideas  or  input. 

15 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  .hand  and 

IS 

If  you  wish  to  have  a  copy  of  the  Pinal 

16 

my  notarial  seal  this  »1^  day  of  ( UUliitt  _» 

16 

Environmental  Impact  Statement,  it's  as  easy  as  checking  a 

J 

17 

block  on  that  form,  or  any  form  you  should  subsequently  send 

18 

18 

in. 

19 

/Rimin  T  //JikU) 

19 

Thank  you  very  much,  thanks  to  our  court  reporter. 

SBEUtON  K.  WALSTAD 

20 

Court  Reporter  -  Notary  Public 

20 

and  I  wish  you  a  good  weekend. 

21 

My  Commission  Expires  12/1/88 

21 

(The  hearing  concluded  at  11:57  a.m.) 

22 

22 

23 
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Ttw  Oapartment  of  the  Interior  hea  reviewed  the  <k«ft  environmenul  impeet  ttetement 
(EIS)  for  the  Smell  Intercontinental  BaUiatle  Misaile  (ICBU)  Program  at  Malmatrom  Air 
Force  Base  (AFB),  Montana.  Field  offices  of  several  Interior  Bureaus  have  already 
provided  you  with  comments  on  the  draft  EIS.  Ihese  comments  are  incorporated  into  the 
Department's  comments  by  reference  and  includei 

o  ftireau  of  Land  Management,  Miles  City  District  Office  (letter  dated  8/7/87)  and 
Lewistown  District  Office  (letter  deted  8/11/87). 

0  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Montana  State  Office  (letter  dated  8/11/87) 

0  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  Billings  Area  Office  (letter  dated  7/21/87). 

o  ^reau  of  Reelametion,  Billings  Regional  Office  (letter  dated  8/20/87). 

In  addition  to  t)ie  above  referenced  comments,  we  offer  the  following  for  consideration 
in  developing  the  final  EIS. 


The  <^aft  statement  mentions  the  probability  that  ground-water  withdrawals  may  locally 
affect  existing  wells  through  towered  water  levels.  The  discussion  of  miiigstir^  actions 
should  Include  measures  planned  to  reduce  the  impacts  on  users  of  these  wcUs,  should 
impacts  occur.  Measures  to  minimise  effects  of  spills  of  fuels,  lubrteenu,  end  chemicals 
should  Include  consideration  of  spill  prevention  plans  and  containment  of  spills  and  letta 
from  storage  faculties. 

NATIVE  AMERICAN  RESOURCES. 

Disturbance  to  areas  of  known  Native  American  occupancy  and  to  associated  remnants 
should  be  avoided,  bi  areas  where  Netiv  American  resources  may  be  located  and 
eonetruetlon  aetlvitld  wL'  take  place,  the  activities  are  proponed  to  be  monitored  by 
professional  archaeologists  (reference  Section  4.7.8).  This  mitigation  should  be 
augmented  by  conducting  pedestrian  surveys  of  construction  areas  prior  to  construction. 

Section  3.7.3.3  of  the  document  notes  that  burial  discoveries  made  during  conscruction 
are  e  high-level  concern.  The  BUckfeet  Tribe  speciftcsUy  reduesis  that  it  be  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  provide  Indian  monitors  during  construction  tc  help  aUeviate  this  concern. 
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It  is  our  understanding  that  (here  are  lands  in  the  Minuteman  deployment  area  that 
were  acquired  and  are  managed  by  the  Montana  Department  of  Fish.  Wildlife,  and 
Parks  with  Federal  grant-in-aid  evistence  under  the  Wildlife  Restoration  Act  (Public 
Lew  75-415).  If  these  lands  are  to  be  impacted  by  the  proposed  project  in  a  manner 
that  would  interfere  with  the  primary  purpose  for  which  the  lands  were  acquired,  the 
Air  Force  must  firat  coniuit  with  the  FWS  ano  the  Montana  Department  of  Fish, 
Wildlife,  and  PerkJ  as  provided  by  50  CPB  80.  The  relationshipa  i  mong  the  p.opoaal, 
these  lands,  and  the  consuJtstion  requirements  should  be  detailed  li.  the  final  tlS. 


Pages  S-21  and  4-214.  There  are  several  comments  in  the  draft  EIS  indicating  that 
small  isolated  wetlands  are  not  "important"  or  "substantial."  The  final  EIS  should 
accurataly  define  wetland  typer  in  accordance  with  Cowardin,  el.  ^  tlOTO).  The 
final  EiS  should  also  indicate  the  importance  of  any  wetland  that  might  be  affected 
by  the  propoaal  in  terms  of  Iwbitat  for  fish  and  wildlife,  groundwater  recharge, 
erosion  control,  and  other  purposes. 

Page  4-199.  The  paragraph  on  endangered  and  threatened  species  indicates  that 
surveys  for  bald  eagles  and  grixzly  bears  will  occur  in  the  iur..mer  of  1987.  The 
results  of  those  surveys  should  be  incorporsted  into  ihe  final  EIS. 

Page  4-203.  The  draft  EIS  indicates  that  "removal  of  trees  with  raptor  nests,  roosts 
will  be  minimixed."  These  removal  activities  should  be  avoided.  Further,  the  final 
EIS  should  address  the  need  to  consult  with  FWS  and  the  Montana  Department  of 
Fish.  WiJdJjfe,  and  Parks  in  order  to  secure  permit;*  for  these  activities.  The  process 
of  securii^  these  permits  may  require  consideration  of  alternatives  to  removal. 

Page  4-204.  The  fiiwl  statement  on  this  page  needs  to  be  modified  to  be  in 
accordance  with  the  Air  Force's  tgreemenl  to  conduct  nest  inventories  for  bald 
eagles  snd  peregrine  falcons  within  one  mile  of  the  previously  undisturbed  rights-of- 
way.  The  Air  Force  surveys  should  be  consistent  with  Appendix  C  of  the 
"Interagency  Rocky  Mountain  Front  Management  Guidelines  for  Selected  Species." 

Technical  Assistance  For  Fish  and  Wildlife  Resources. 

For  technical  assistance  on  Section  7  eoaaultstion  under  the  F.SA  and  mitigation 
requiremenu  for  other  fish  and  wildlife  resource  imparts,  please  contact  the  Stale 
Supervisor,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  P.O.  Box  10023.  Helena,  .Montana,  59626 
(Phone  406-449-5225).  For  technical  assistance  on  compatibilily  determination 
requirements  for  lands  in  the  National  Wildlife  Refuge  System,  identification  of 
lands  acquired  with  Federal  grant-in-aid  assistance  under  the  Fish  and  Wildlife 
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NATURAL  LANDMARKS. 

It  it  unelaar  whathar  tha  propoaal  would  a/foct  the  Bquar*  Butt*  National  Natural 
Landmark  (NNL)  baeatae  of  tha  ganaric  nature  of  tha  analysis.  The  final  EtS  should 
indicate  whether  and  what  kind  of  impacts  on  this  resource  art  anticipated.  In  making 
fln^  site  location  deeisiona,  special  conaidcration  should  be  given  to  avoidiag  or 
minimizing  impacts  on  this  feature.  More  Information  on  tha  NNL  program  in  gOMral 
and  the  Square  Butte  NNL  in  particular  is  eneloaed.  For  additional  information,  piaase 
cofttaeti 

Ms.  Kay  Salazar,  National  Park  Service 

Rocky  Mountain  Region 

Division  of  Grants  and  Assistance 

12795  W.  Alemeda  Parkway,  P.O.  Box  25287 

Denver,  CO  80225-0287 

(Phone  PT8  327-2850) 

FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  RESOURCES. 

Endai^fwd  Species.  The  (kmft  statement  indicatee  Umt  Section  7  consultation  under 
the  Endar^ered  Spectea  Act  (ESA)  has  been  completed.  However,  the  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Servic*  (FWS)  reinitiated  informal  consultation  with  tha  Air  Force  due  to  e 
recent  discovery  of  a  bald  eagle  territory  in  the  project  area.  The  FWS  anticipates  a 
favortble  completion  of  this  eonsulution.  The  resulu  of  the  eonsultaUon  should  be 
incorporated  into  the  final  EIS.  If  future  actions  or  operationa  related  to  this 
propoaal  result  in  adverse  impacts  to  Federally-listed  specie*,  consultation  undtf 
Section  7  should  be  reinitiated  with  FWS. 

Mitigstw  Impacts  on  Fish  and  Wildiife.  The  draft  EIS  disetasa*  mitigation  of  fish 
and  wili^e  ioaaes  in  cone^t.  Howe^r,  ^lecifie  fish  and  wildlife  lossw  should  be 
addressed.  After  specific  impeets  arc  ev^ueted,  the  Air  Force  tfiould  coordinate  the 
development  of  mitigaung  maasures  with  FWS  and  the  Montana  Department  of  Fiah, 
Wtidli/e,  and  Park*. 

Impacts  on  Federal/Stota  Piah  and  Wildlifa  HabiUt.  The  impacti  of  the  propoeai  on 
laf^  under  the  Jur^ctiM  of  FWS  are  not  ada^tely  analjmed.  The  (Mt  EB 
indicates  that  Benton  Lake  and  Charles  M.  Ruaaell  National  Wildlife  Refuges  are 
located,  in  part,  in  proximity  to  the  Minuteman  deployment  area,  bi  addition,  the 
FWS  has  acquired  and  managee  many  small  watland/upland  site*  in  the  area. 
Administratively,  these  lands  are  conaidered  part  of  the  BMton  Lake  and  Chartai  M. 
Ruaaell  Waterfowl  Management  Areas,  also  a  part  of  tha  FWS  Netlooal  Wildlife 
Refuge  ^stem.  Any  right-of-way  easement  or  impact  on  thaa*  lands  aMoeiated  srith 
the  proposal  is  sublet  to  the  eompatability  determination  requirements  ^  50  CFR 
25-29.  These  requirement*  and  their  relstionahip  to  the  propoaal  should  be  ideatified 
in  the  final  EB. 
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Restoration  Act,  and  implementation  of  a  cooperative  environmental  awareneea 
program,  please  contact  the  Regional  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Semce,  P.O. 
Box  25486.  Denver  Federal  Center,  Denver  Colorado.  W225  (Phone  303-238-5795). 

Thank  you  for  providing  the  Department  of  the  Interior  an  opportunity  to  commevi  gn 
the  draft  EIS  for  thts  proposal. 


^wucc  BauwtMrd,  Director 
Environmental  Project  Review 
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1.  Sit«(  tqiMT*  WvttM,  OetMu  CeiBty,  itaatoM 

3.  DaacTlPtiont  Th*  KAghwood  NDuntaina  of  HnwtiK  an  •  vplcanlc  ptl« 
frinpad  o^thalr  aMtan  and  aorthant  aidai  by  a  aMan  of  iaeeoIitha>« 
bllatar  ahapad  toedlaa  of  Ignaeus  rock  iajaetad  aa  aeltan  aa^M  batwaan 
layara  ot  aadlaantary  rock.  f.  diaaquant  axoaioa  baa  atrippad  away 
tha  aadiaantary  nek  laavlnp  tha  Ipnaeua  aaaaaa  ataadiaf  aa  laolatad 
buttaa.  Square  Botta  (3,900  aeraa)  la  tba  larqaat  of  tha 

IfM  aoltan  aa^  aaparatad  aa  it  eryatallliad  lato  dark  and  llpht 
eolorad  fraetiona.  Tba  dark  fraction,  callad  ahoakoaita,  la  found 
at  tba  lowar  part  of  tha  butta  whila  tyanita,  tha  whita  (taction, 

•aJua  1.9  tha  i9par  part  of  tha  butta.  Ibia  phaaoaaaon  qlvaa  tha 
butta  a  bandad  appaaranca.  It  la  ona  of  tha  claaraat  and  bait 
oaaaplaa  of  axpoaad  iqnaous  rock  dlffaraatiatlon  in  tha  country. 

Tha  flat  craat  of  tha  butta  aupporta  qraaaland  coMaitiaa  which  ara 
in  an  aasantially  natural  atata.  Spaelaa  coapoaltlon  indlcataa  that 
tha  top  of  tha  butta  wai  not  aubiactad  to  tha  agricultural  praaauraa 
of  tha  aurroundinq  vallaya  which  altarad  thair  natural  aooloqy. 

bough  faaeua  and  blua  bunch  whaatgraaa  deainata  tba  craat  araa.  Thaaa 
graaa  apaciaa  aaka  up  approitiaataly  90  parcant  of  tha  aagatatlon. 
klao  found  ara  goldanrod,  acrubby  cinquafoil,  klnnikinnik,  raapbarry, 
waatam  yarrow,  buffaloborry.  and  dryland  aadga. 

Tha  ataap  alopaa  aacandlng  tha  north  and  waat  aldaa  of  tha  butta  ara 
dobinatad  by  ttanda  of  lodgapoLa  pina  i&tatapataad  with  lijibax  pina. 
jtBiipar  la  found  on  tha  aaat  alopa. 

3.  Ownarahipi  Moat  of  Squara  Butta  la  in  Padaral  ownarahip  adad.niatarad 
by  BLM.  Two  privata  landownara  and  tha  State  of  Montana  own  tha 
balanea. 

4.  Propoaad  byi  0.  B.  Trlabla,  Craat  Plaina  Caological  Thaaa  Study,  1973. 

5.  gionificaneas  Square  Butta  la  eutmtanding  gaoloqically  bacauaa  of 
Ita  larga  aixa  and  claar  dif  farantiation  of  rock  Cypaa.  Uaing  aoM 
1,700  faat  abova  tha  vallay  floor,  tha  butta  la  Tliibla  for  100  alias 
In  aoM  diraetlons, 

Tha  prairia  vaqatatlon  idiieh  doaiinataa  tha  craat  of  tha  butta  la  in 
ita  natural  condition.  Tha  apaciaa  coapoaltion  ia  of  ai^lflcanca 
whan  ooapaxad  to  tha  aurxoundiag  great  plains  whose  ecology  haa  baan 
Bttetantially  altarad  by  agriculture. 


*•  £S!^_9S£'  <^aaing  on  lower  alopaa. 

T.  £n2t£ajtg_Xnto2r^;^t  bens 

•.  Bpocial  Qwditionai  Sqtdus  botta  ana  first  roeordod  by  tba  Uwia 
and  Clark  ajpaditioa  in  IBOS.  Zn  1BS3  it  waa  nMd  by  tta  ttawana 
aovaditiOB.  Xt  ia  faatorad  is  aaaaral  Oarlas  M.  buasall  paintings. 

9.  baaluafd  byi  Willis  M.  JahM,  Montana  buraau  of  Kiaaa. 


10.  ruTthar  miuatad  byi  Sr .  Bebart  kidiaraan,  Celonte  Btata  Onlaarsltyt 
nawld  Alt.  oniuaralty  of  bDatanat  Dr.  balph  boot,  bational  Park 
Sarvieo)  Nr.  bobart  toss.  Or.  Villito  Barkar,  berth  Dakota  Btata 
Qaivaraicyi  Dr.  tidnay  Groff,  ■*<«»ana  buraau  of  Ninas. 
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bapatUMnt  of  tha  tatattet 
Batteaal  Park  Saraiea 
Vaciaaal  kaitatry  at  batural  (.aadnarka 


lUTIOMAl  BAIVUI  LABDNAU  MtSICMTIOb 

Bational  natural  Uodoark  daalfaactoa  la  a  (ara  at  public  racafaitlaa  eoa- 
farrad  by  tha  Secretary  of  tha  latarlar  upaa  atcaa  caotalalns  tba  beat  rapra- 
•ancaclva  aiaaplaa  af  gaalaflc  (aaturaa  and  natural  eotounltlaa  eo^oalnf 
tha  Batlaa'a  natural  htatary.  Tha  torpaaa  af  tha  daalBaatlan  la  ta  aacourafa 
tha  praaarratlaa  af  awch  aicaa  chraufh  thair  «all-lafar«ad  aaMpaaaat  and  uaa 
aad  thair  cenaiiaratian  In  public  aad  privata  laad  uaa  plaaaiai.  klthoi^h  tha 
daatfutlaa  aay  ba  coofarrad  oe  laada  uadar  any  owaarahlp,  ic  haa  ao  lafal 
afftct  as  laad  owaarahlp.  uaa.  ar  aanagaaaat.  Praaarvatlaa  of  tha  faaturaa 
far  which  a  alta  la  daalgnatad  tharafera  dapaodo  upaa  tha  valuacary  ceepara^ 
tlan  a(  iandawaara  through  agraaaaBU  with  tha  Vatteoal  Park  Sarvlea. 


Tha  Batleaal  Batural  Laadaarka  Pragr«  was  aatabllahad  by  Sacraiary  of  tha 
latarlar  Siawart  Ddall  In  Nay  1992.  Authority  far  tha  prograo  la  baa ad  aa 
tba  Blatarlc  Sites,  tulldlnga,  aad  Aatlgultlas  Act  af  August  31.  t93S  (16 
O.S.C.  661-467).  uhlch  aapcuura  tha  Saeratary  ta  daal^ota  aad  prutaet  'eb- 
Jacta  of  aatlenal  algotflcaaco.'’  Tba  progras  la  currantly  adblalscarad  by  the 
Batleaal  Park  Service  aa  a  Branch  wtthia  the  latsragency  Baaeureaa  OtvUlea. 


Othar  laAlalatlae  i 


Section  t02{2)(e}  of  tha  National  Bnvtreaoaatsl  Policy  Act  of  1969  («3  O.S.C. 
6)21)  raqulraa  that  gnviroiaiancal  tapatt  Stataoauta  (BIS'a)  ba  prepared  for 
all  najor  Padaral  actions  that  oay  ilgnlftcsncly  affect  anviroaoantal  qua¬ 
lity.  Adaguataly  praparad  KlS'a  aheuld  nota  the  tilatoaca  and  lacatloa  of 
national  natural  landosrka  that  nay  ba  affvctad  by  auch  actleas.  la  otdar 
that  poctatlal  Inpscta  upon  tha  landMtk  tsscwraa  caa  ba  conaldarad  tn 
tha  early  atagaa  of  project  planning. 


Section  •  of  the  national  Park  Syatsn  Canaral  Autharltlaa  Act  of  August  IB. 
t970  (P.L.  9I-)B);  16  D.S.C.  ta-l  through  la-7),  aa  SMndsd  by  tha  Act  of 
October  7,  t976  (P.L.  96-6Sg).  mgutrsa  that  ths  Secretary  af  tha  Interior 
subwlt  to  tha  Congraaa  an  annual  report  Ustlag  these  narienal  historic 
landuarks  a^  national  natural  landMfka  datamlnad  to  ba  thraatanad  or 
dansgad.  National  Park  larvica  aaplopaaa  and  voluacaara  nenltar  daalgnatad 
sites  snd  autolt  tlte-spacif tc  ststus  rsporta  (or  thst  totpa**  aach  year. 


Section  9  of  tha  Nlnlng  In  tha  Bsclansl  Parka  Act  of  1976  (P.L.  96-429;  16 
D.S.C.  190B)  raqulraa  that  whan  aurfaca  nlnlng  activity  aay  cauaa  tha 
Irtaparabla  laaa  ar  daairucllaa  el  national  historic  Isadnarka  ar  aatlenal 
natural  landnarka.  the  Saeratary  of  tha  Xstarler  oatlfy  tha  mapsnaihla 
party,  report  to  the  Advlaary  Cauaell  aa  klatarU  Ptaaarvatloa.  and  mguaat 
thn  councll'a  advlca  aa  ta  naaaa  to  altlgaca  ac  ahsta  anch  activity. 


Tha  Botlanal  Parka  and  RacraaClaa  Act  of  tovanbat  10,  I97g  (P.L.  9S-93S;  16 
D.S.C.  la-S).  autbarliad  tl.S  ntlllon  far  nonlcarlag  tha  walfam  and 
Intagrlty  af  antlaaal  hlatarlc  landnarka  aad  national  natural  lands arks. 


Annual  apptnpriatlaaa  far  pragra*  epnrailan  ara  derived  free  the  Bational 
lacreatlan  aad  Praaarvatlaa  Progrnan/batural  Prngrann  af  tkn  Natlanal  Park 
Part  Sarvlea  kudgat  appravad  by  tha  Coagraoo. 
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